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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents.

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Office of the Secretary

6 CFR Part 5
[Docket No. DHS-2016-0044]

Privacy Act of 1974: Implementation of
Exemptions; Department of Homeland
Security/United States Coast Guard-
029 Notice of Arrival and Departure
System of Records

AGENCY: Privacy Office, DHS.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) is issuing a final rule to
extend the exemptions from certain
provisions of the Privacy Act to the
updated and reissued system of records
titled “Department of Homeland
Security/United States Coast Guard—029
Notice of Arrival and Departure System
of Records.”

DATES: This final rule is effective July
17, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
general questions, please contact:
Marilyn Scott-Perez, (202) 475-3515,
Privacy Officer, Commandant (CG-61),
United States Coast Guard, 2703 Martin
Luther King Jr. Ave. SE., Mail Stop
7710, Washington, DC 20593. For
privacy questions, please contact:
Jonathan R. Cantor, (202) 343-1717,
Acting Chief Privacy Officer, Privacy
Office, Department of Homeland
Security, Washington, DC 20528-0655.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) and the United States
Coast Guard (USCG) are updating
applicable regulations to exempt
portions of a system of records from
certain provisions of the Privacy Act.
Specifically, this rule exempts portions
of the “DHS/USCG-029 Notice of
Arrival and Departure System of

Records” from one or more provisions
of the Privacy Act because of criminal,
civil, and administrative enforcement
requirements, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552a(j)(2) and (k)(2). Furthermore, to the
extent certain categories of records are
ingested from other systems, the
exemptions applicable to the source
systems will remain in effect.
Concurrent with this document, DHS/
USCG is updating and reissuing a
system of records notice titled “DHS/
USCG-029 Notice of Arrival and
Departure (NOAD) Systems of Records.”
The collection and maintenance of this
information assists DHS/USCG in
meeting its statutory obligation to assign
priorities while conducting maritime
safety and security missions in
accordance with U.S. regulations.

Privacy Act

DHS is claiming exemptions from
certain requirements of the Privacy Act
for DHS/USCG-029 Notice of Arrival
and Departure System of Records. Some
information may be used to support
DHS national security or law
enforcement activities. These
exemptions are needed to protect
information relating to DHS activities
from disclosure to subjects or others
related to these activities. Specifically,
the exemptions are required to protect
information relating to DHS/USCG law
enforcement investigations from
disclosure to subjects of investigations
and others who could interfere with
investigatory and law enforcement
activities. The exemptions are required
to preclude subjects of these activities
from frustrating the investigative
process; to avoid disclosure of
investigative techniques; to protect the
identities and physical safety of
confidential informants and of law
enforcement personnel; to ensure DHS’s
and other federal agencies’ ability to
obtain information from third parties
and other sources; to protect the privacy
of third parties; and to safeguard
sensitive information. The exemptions
also preclude the subject from using the
information to avoid detection or
apprehension.

In appropriate circumstances, when
compliance would not appear to
interfere with or adversely affect the law
enforcement purposes of this system,
and the overall law enforcement
process, the applicable exemptions may
be waived on a case by case basis.

DHS will not assert any exemption
with respect to information maintained
in the system that is collected from a
person at the time of arrival or
departure, if that person, or his or her
agent, seeks access or amendment of
such information. The DHS/USCG-029
Notice of Arrival and Departure System
of Records Notice is also published in
this issue of the Federal Register.

Public Comments

DHS received one comment on the
NPRM (80 FR 74018, Nov. 27, 2015) and
one comment on the SORN (80 FR
74116, Nov. 27, 2015). The commenter
expressed concern that DHS will
exempt this database, which contains
detailed, sensitive personal information,
from the Privacy Act’s well-established
safeguards, specifically the ability for
individuals to access and amend their
information to ensure accurate and
reliable data is maintained and used in
Government databases. DHS disagrees.
First, this system is not exempt from the
access and amendment provisions of the
Privacy Act, thereby permitting
individuals the ability to seek access
and correction to data that is inaccurate.
Second, this system collects and retains
only information necessary to permit
screening of personnel and vessels
entering the United States. Third, these
exemptions are narrowly tailored for use
only when necessary to protect the
enforcement of criminal laws or when
part of investigatory material compiled
for law enforcement purposes. Fourth,
and finally, this narrower Final Rule
replaces a previous broader Final Rule
for this system (74 FR 45086, Aug. 31,
2009) that had originally exempted this
system from numerous subsections of
the Privacy Act, including the access
and amendment provisions of
subsection (d). Thus, DHS has in fact
gone to great lengths to ensure and
protect the Privacy Act’s safeguards.

The commenter also noted that DHS’s
proposal for broad exemptions for this
system contravenes the intent of the
Privacy Act by creating a large database
of personal information with no
accountability. DHS disagrees. This
system collects and retains only
information necessary to permit
screening of personnel and vessels
entering the United States. As a matter
of general policy, DHS will not apply
these exemptions unless disclosure to
the subject individual could reveal
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investigative interest on the part of DHS
as well as the recipient agency and
present an impediment to law
enforcement efforts and/or efforts to
preserve national security. This Final
Rule replaces a previous Final Rule that
was broader and permitted to DHS to
exempt this system from more
subsections of the Privacy Act’s
requirements.

The commenter also noted that when
an investigation is complete or has been
made public, the information should no
longer be exempt from the Privacy Act;
individuals have a right to know about
disclosures of their personal
information held by the agency. DHS
concurs in part with the comment and
has adjusted the Final Rule and SORN
accordingly. When an investigation is
complete, the agency will make a case-
by-case determination whether
providing an accounting of disclosures
would undermine the investigative
process and present an impediment to
law enforcement efforts and/or efforts to
preserve national security. There may be
circumstances in which information
will continue to be exempted if the fact
that an investigation occurred remains
sensitive after completion. Nonetheless,
excluding accounting of disclosures,
individuals have the ability to request
and be granted both access to and
amendment of, if legally authorized,
categories of records from this system
contained on them pursuant to
subsection (d) of the Privacy Act.

Except as noted above, the
Department will implement the
rulemaking as proposed.

List of Subjects in 6 CFR Part 5

Freedom of information, Privacy.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, DHS amends chapter I of title
6, Code of Federal Regulations, as
follows:

PART 5—DISCLOSURE OF RECORDS
AND INFORMATION

m 1. Revise the authority citation for part
5 to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552; 5 U.S.C. 552a; 5
U.S.C. 301; 6 U.S.C. 101 et seq.; E.O. 13392,
70 FR 75373, 3 CFR, 2005 Comp., p. 216.

m 2. In appendix C to part 5, revise
paragraph 34 to read as follows:

Appendix C to Part 5—DHS Systems of
Records Exempt From the Privacy Act
* * * * *

34. The DHS/USCG-029 Notice of Arrival
and Departure System of Records consists of
electronic and paper records and will be used
by DHS and its components. The DHS/
USCG-029 Notice of Arrival and Departure
System of Records is a repository of

information held by DHS in connection with
its several and varied missions and functions,
including, but not limited to the enforcement
of civil and criminal laws; investigations,
inquiries, and proceedings there under. The
DHS/USCG-029 Notice of Arrival and
Departure System of Records contains
information that is collected by, on behalf of,
in support of, or in cooperation with DHS
and its components and may contain
personally identifiable information collected
by other federal, state, local, tribal, foreign,
or international government agencies.

The Secretary of Homeland Security,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(j)(2), exempted this
system from the following provisions of the
Privacy Act: Sections (c)(3), (e)(8), and (g) of
the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, as is
necessary and appropriate to protect this
information. Further, DHS has exempted
section (c)(3) of the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(2), as
is necessary and appropriate to protect this
information.

Exemptions from these particular
subsections are justified, on a case-by-case
basis to be determined at the time a request
is made, for the following reasons:

(a) From subsection (c)(3) (Accounting for
Disclosures) because release of the
accounting of disclosures could alert the
subject of an investigation of an actual or
potential criminal, civil, or regulatory
violation to the existence of that investigation
and reveal investigative interest on the part
of DHS as well as the recipient agency.
Disclosure of the accounting would therefore
present a serious impediment to law
enforcement efforts and/or efforts to preserve
national security. Disclosure of the
accounting would also permit the individual
who is the subject of a record to impede the
investigation, to tamper with witnesses or
evidence, and to avoid detection or
apprehension, which would undermine the
entire investigative process. When an
investigation has been completed,
information on disclosures made may
continue to be exempted if the fact that an
investigation occurred remains sensitive after
completion.

(b) From subsection (e)(8) (Notice on
Individuals) because compliance would
interfere with DHS’s ability to obtain, serve,
and issue subpoenas, warrants, and other law
enforcement mechanisms that may be filed
under seal and could result in disclosure of
investigative techniques, procedures, and
evidence.

(c) From subsection (g)(1) (Civil Remedies)
to the extent that the system is exempt from
other specific subsections of the Privacy Act.
* * * * *

Dated: July 10, 2017.
Jonathan R. Cantor,
Acting Chief Privacy Officer, Department of
Homeland Security.
[FR Doc. 2017-14845 Filed 7-14—-17; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 9110-10-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 23

[Docket No. FAA—2017-0704; Special
Conditions No. 23—-284-SC]

Special Conditions: Pilatus Aircraft
Ltd., PC—24; Pressure Defuel System

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued for the Pilatus Aircraft Ltd.
model PC-24 airplane. This airplane
will have a novel or unusual design
feature associated with installation of a
pressure fueling system with defuel
capability. The applicable airworthiness
regulations do not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for this
design feature. These special conditions
contain the additional safety standards
the Administrator considers necessary
to establish a level of safety equivalent
to that established by the existing
airworthiness standards.

DATES: These special conditions are
effective July 17, 2017, and are
applicable July 6, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Send comments identified
by docket number FAA-2017-0704
using any of the following methods:

O Federal eRegulations Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and follow
the online instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

O Mail: Send comments to Docket
Operations, M—30, U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Room W12-140, West
Building Ground Floor, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

O Hand Delivery of Courier: Take
comments to Docket Operations in
Room W12-140 of the West Building
Ground Floor at 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC, between 9
a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

O Fax:Fax comments to Docket
Operations at 202—493-2251.

Privacy: The FAA will post all
comments it receives, without change,
to http://regulations.gov, including any
personal information the commenter
provides. Using the search function of
the docket Web site, anyone can find
and read the electronic form of all
comments received into any FAA
docket, including the name of the
individual sending the comment (or
signing the comment for an association,
business, labor union, etc.). DOT’s
complete Privacy Act Statement can be


http://www.regulations.gov
http://regulations.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 135/Monday, July 17, 2017/Rules and Regulations

32615

found in the Federal Register published
on April 11, 2000 (65 FR 19477-19478),
as well as at http://DocketsInfo.dot.gov.

Docket: Background documents or
comments received may be read at
http://www.regulations.gov at any time.
Follow the online instructions for
accessing the docket or go to the Docket
Operations in Room W12-140 of the
West Building Ground Floor at 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC, between 9 a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jeff
Pretz, ACE-111, Federal Aviation
Administration, Small Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification
Service, 901 Locust Street, Kansas City,
MO 64106; telephone (816) 329-3239;
facsimile (816) 329-4090.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined, in accordance with 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B) and 553(d)(3), that
notice and opportunity for prior public
comment hereon are unnecessary
because the substance of these special
conditions has been subject to the
public comment process in several prior
instances with no substantive comments
received. The FAA therefore finds that
good cause exists for making these
special conditions effective upon
issuance.

Speﬁlt?:n%%r;gltlon Company/airplane model

23-98-03-SC ... | Raytheon Aircraft Com-
pany/Model 3000.

23-110-SC ....... Ayers Corporation/Model
LM200.

23-234-SC ....... Cessna Aircraft Company/
Model 525C.

Comments Invited

We invite interested people to take
part in this rulemaking by sending
written comments, data, or views. The
most helpful comments reference a
specific portion of the special
conditions, explain the reason for any
recommended change, and include
supporting data. We ask that you send
us two copies of written comments.

We will consider all comments we
receive on or before the closing date for
comments. We will consider comments
filed late if it is possible to do so
without incurring expense or delay. We
may change these special conditions
based on the comments we receive.

Background

On July 9, 2012, Pilatus Aircraft Ltd.
applied for a type certificate for their
new PC-24 airplane. The PC-24 is an

2 See http://rgl.faa.gov/ to review the listed
special conditions.

aluminum pressurized low-wing
business jet with a T-tail configuration
and retractable undercarriage designed
to meet the commuter category
requirements of part 23. Two Williams
International FJ44—4A Turbofan engines
rated at 3,400 pounds (Ibs.) of take-off
thrust, situated in nacelles on each side
of the rear fuselage power the PC-24.
The PC-24 will have a Maximum Take-
off Weight (MTOW) of 17,200 pounds
(7,802 kilograms). It has a maximum
seating capacity of up to ten passengers
and one pilot or two pilots. The airplane
will be certificated for day and night
Visual Flight Rules, Instrument Flight
Rules, and flight into known icing.

The PC-24 is equipped with a
pressure refuel/defuel system. The
applicable regulations do not include
requirements for the pressure-defueling
portion of the system.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of 14 CFR 21.17,
Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. must show that the
PC—-24 meets the applicable provisions
of 14 CFR part 23, as amended by
amendments 23—1 through 23-62
thereto.

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(i.e., 14 CFR part 23) do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for the PC-24 because of a novel or
unusual design feature, special
conditions are prescribed under the
provisions of § 21.16.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, the PC-24 must comply
with the fuel vent and exhaust emission
requirements of 14 CFR part 34, the
noise certification requirements of 14
CFR part 36, and the FAA must issue a
finding of regulatory adequacy pursuant
to section 611 of Public Law 92-574, the
“Noise Control Act of 1972.”

The FAA issues special conditions, as
defined in §11.19, under §11.38 and
they become part of the type
certification basis under § 21.17(a)(2).

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should the type certificate
for that model be amended later to
include any other model that
incorporates the same novel or unusual
design feature, the FAA would apply
these special conditions to the other
models under § 21.101.

Novel or Unusual Design Features

The PC-24 will incorporate the
following novel or unusual design
features:

Pressure Fueling System with Defuel

Capability

Discussion

As discussed in the “Background”
section, the PC-24 will incorporate a
pressure refuel/defuel system. The
defueling capability is considered a
novel design for this type of airplane.
The applicable airworthiness
regulations do not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for this
design feature. Mandating additional
requirements by adopting 14 CFR
25.979(e)—which is the part 25 pressure
defuel requirement—mitigates the
concern associated with installation of a
pressure defueling system.

Applicability

As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to the PC-24.
Should Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. apply at a
later date for a change to the type
certificate to include another model on
the same type certificate incorporating
the same novel or unusual design
feature, the FAA would apply these
special conditions to that model as well.

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features on one model
of airplanes. It is not a rule of general
applicability and it affects only the
applicant who applied to the FAA for
approval of these features on the
airplane.

The substance of these special
conditions has been subjected to the
notice and comments period in several
prior instances—identified above—and
has been derived without substantive
change from those previously issued. It
is unlikely that prior public comment
would result in a significant change
from the substance contained herein.
Therefore, notice and opportunity for
prior public comments hereon are
unnecessary and the FAA finds good
cause, in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(3)(B) and 553(d)(3), making these
special conditions effective upon
issuance. The FAA is requesting
comments to allow interested persons to
submit views that may not have been
submitted in response to the prior
opportunities for comment described
above.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 23

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Signs and
symbols.

Citation
The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40113
and 44701; 14 CFR 21.16; and 14 CFR 11.38
and 11.19.
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The Special Conditions

m Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the following special conditions are
issued as part of the type certification
basis for Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. PC-24
airplanes.

1. Pressure Fueling System

For pressure fueling systems, in
addition to § 23.979, the following
applies:

The airplane defueling system—not
including fuel tanks and fuel tank
vents—must withstand an ultimate load
that is 2.0 times the load arising from
the maximum permissible defueling
pressure—positive or negative—at the
airplane fueling connection.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on July 6,
2017.

Kelly Broadway,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 201714937 Filed 7-14-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 23

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0702; Special
Conditions No. 23-282-SC]

Special Conditions: Pilatus Aircraft
Ltd., PC—24; Electronic Engine Control
(EEC)

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued for the Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. PC-
24 airplane. This airplane will have a
novel or unusual design features
associated with installation of an
electronic engine control. The
applicable airworthiness regulations do
not contain adequate or appropriate
safety standards for this design feature.
These special conditions contain the
additional safety standards that the
Administrator considers necessary to
establish a level of safety equivalent to
that established by the existing
airworthiness standards.
DATES: These special conditions are
effective July 17, 2017 and are
applicable beginning July 6, 2017.
ADDRESSES: Send comments identified
by docket number FAA-2017-0702
using any of the following methods:

O Federal eRegulations Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and follow

the online instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

O Mail: Send comments to Docket
Operations, M—30, U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Room W12-140, West
Building Ground Floor, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

O Hand Delivery of Courier: Take
comments to Docket Operations in
Room W12-140 of the West Building
Ground Floor at 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC, between 9
a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

O Fax:Fax comments to Docket
Operations at 202—493-2251.

Privacy: The FAA will post all
comments it receives, without change,
to http://regulations.gov, including any
personal information the commenter
provides. Using the search function of
the docket Web site, anyone can find
and read the electronic form of all
comments received into any FAA
docket, including the name of the
individual sending the comment (or
signing the comment for an association,
business, labor union, etc.). DOT’s
complete Privacy Act Statement can be
found in the Federal Register published
on April 11, 2000 (65 FR 19477-19478),
as well as at http://DocketsInfo.dot.gov.

Docket: Background documents or
comments received may be read at
http://www.regulations.gov at any time.
Follow the online instructions for
accessing the docket or go to the Docket
Operations in Room W12-140 of the
West Building Ground Floor at 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DG, between 9 a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jeff
Pretz, ACE-111, Federal Aviation
Administration, Small Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification
Service, 901 Locust Street, Kansas City,
MO 64106; telephone (816) 329-3239;
facsimile (816) 329-4090.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined, in accordance with 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B) and 553(d)(3), that
notice and opportunity for prior public
comment hereon are unnecessary
because the substance of these special
conditions has been subject to the
public comment process in several prior
instances with no substantive comments
received. The FAA therefore finds good
cause exists for making these special
conditions effective upon issuance.

Special condition

No.2 Company/airplane model

23-264-SC Honda Aircraft Company/

Model HA-420.

Special condition

No.2 Company/airplane model

23-267-SC ....... Cirrus Design Corporation/
Model SF50.

23-268-SC ....... Korean Aircraft Industries/
Model K—-100.

Comments Invited

We invite interested people to take
part in this rulemaking by sending
written comments, data, or views. The
most helpful comments reference a
specific portion of the special
conditions, explain the reason for any
recommended change, and include
supporting data. We ask that you send
us two copies of written comments.

We will consider all comments we
receive on or before the closing date for
comments. We will consider comments
filed late if it is possible to do so
without incurring expense or delay. We
may change these special conditions
based on the comments we receive.

Background

On July 9th 2012, Pilatus Aircraft Ltd.
applied for a type certificate for their
new PC—-24 airplane. The PC-24 is an
aluminum pressurized low-wing
business jet with a T-tail configuration
and retractable undercarriage designed
to meet the commuter category
requirements of part 23. Two Williams
International FJ44—4A Turbofan engines
rated at 3,400 pounds (lbs.) of take-off
thrust, situated in nacelles on each side
of the rear fuselage power the PC-24.
The PC-24 will have a Maximum Take-
off Weight (MTOW) of 17,200 pounds
(7,802 kilograms). It has a maximum
seating capacity of up to ten passengers
and one or two pilots. The airplane will
be certificated for day and night Visual
Flight Rules and Instrument Flight
Rules and approval for flight into
known icing.

The PC-24 airplane’s two Williams
International FJ44—4A turbofan engines
each use an electronic engine control
system (EEC)—commonly referred to as
a Full Authority Digital Engine Control
(FADEC)—instead of a traditional
mechanical control system. Even though
the engine control system will be
certificated as part of the engine, the
installation of an engine with an
electronic control system requires
evaluation due to critical environmental
effects and possible effects on or by
other airplane systems. Examples of
critical environmental effects include—

¢ Indirect effects of lightning;

¢ Radio interference with other
airplane electronic systems; and

2 See http://rgl.faa.gov/ to view the listed special
conditions.
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e Shared engine, airplane data, and
power sources.

The regulatory requirements in part
23 for evaluating the installation of
complex systems—including electronic
systems and critical environmental
effects—are contained in §§23.1306,
23.1308, and 23.1309. However, when
§ 23.1309 was published, the use of
electronic control systems for engines
was not envisioned. The integral nature
of these systems makes it necessary to
properly evaluate the airplane functions
included in the EEC and ensure the
installation does not degrade the EEC
reliability, both of which are approved
under 14 CFR part 33. Sections
23.1306(a) and 23.1308(a) apply to the
EEC to ensure it remains equivalent to
a mechanical system, which is not
generally susceptible to the HIRF and
lightning environments.

In some cases, the airplane—in which
the engine is being installed—will
determine a higher classification than
the engine controls are certificated for;
requiring the EEC systems be analyzed
at a higher classification. As of
November 2005, EEC special conditions
mandated the §23.1309 classification
for loss of EEC control as catastrophic
for any airplane. This is not to imply an
engine failure is classified as
catastrophic, but that the EEC must
provide an equivalent reliability to
mechanical engine controls. In addition,
§§23.1141(e) and 25.901(b)(2) are
applied to provide the fault tolerant
design requirements of turbine engine
mechanical controls to the EEC and
ensure adequate EEC inspection and
maintenance intervals.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of 14 CFR 21.17,
Pilatus Aircraft Ltd., must show that the
PC-24 meets the applicable provisions
of part 23, as amended by amendments
23-1 through 23-62 thereto.

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(i.e., 14 CFR part 23) do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for the PC—24 because of a novel or
unusual design feature, special
conditions are prescribed under the
provisions of § 21.16.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, the PC—-24 must comply
with the fuel vent and exhaust emission
requirements of 14 CFR part 34, the
noise certification requirements of 14
CFR part 36, and the FAA must issue a
finding of regulatory adequacy pursuant
to section 611 of Public Law 92-574, the
“Noise Control Act of 1972.”

The FAA issues special conditions, as
defined in §11.19, under §11.38 and

they become part of the type
certification basis under § 21.17(a)(2).

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should the type certificate
for that model be amended later to
include any other model that
incorporates the same novel or unusual
design feature, the FAA would apply
these special conditions to the other
models under §21.101.

Novel or Unusual Design Features

The PC-24 will incorporate the
following novel or unusual design
features:

Electronic Engine Control System.

Discussion

As discussed in the “Background”
section, the PC—24 will use an EEC
system instead of a traditional
mechanical control system, which is a
novel design for this type of airplane.
The applicable airworthiness
regulations do not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for this
design feature. Mandating a structured
assessment to determine potential
installation issues mitigates the
concerns that the addition of an
electronic engine control may produce
failure conditions not previously
considered.

Applicability

As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to the PC-24.
Should Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. apply at a
later date for a change to the type
certificate to include another model on
the same type certificate incorporating
the same novel or unusual design
feature, the FAA would apply these
special conditions to that model as well.

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features on one model
of airplanes. It is not a rule of general
applicability and it affects only the
applicant who applied to the FAA for
approval of these features on the
airplane.

The substance of these special
conditions has been subjected to the
notice and comments period in several
prior instances—identified above—and
has been derived without substantive
change from those previously issued. It
is unlikely that prior public comment
would result in a significant change
from the substance contained herein.
Therefore, notice and opportunity for
prior public comments hereon are
unnecessary and the FAA finds good
cause, in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(3)(B) and 553(d)(3), making these
special conditions effective upon

issuance. The FAA is requesting
comments to allow interested persons to
submit views that may not have been
submitted in response to the prior
opportunities for comment described
above.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 23

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Signs and
symbols.

Citation

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40113
and 44701; 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.17; and 14
CFR 11.38 and 11.19.

The Special Conditions

m Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the following special conditions are
issued as part of the type certification
basis for Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. PC-24
airplanes.

1. Electronic Engine Control.

(a) For electronic engine control
system installations, it must be
established that no single failure or
malfunction or probable combinations
of failures of EEC system components
will have an effect on the system—as
installed in the airplane—that causes
the loss-of-thrust-control (LOTC)
probability of the system to exceed
those allowed in part 33 certification.

(b) Electronic engine control system
installations must be evaluated for
environmental and atmospheric
conditions, including lightning. The
EEC system lightning and HIRF effects
that result in LOTC should be
considered catastrophic.

(c) The components of the installation
must be constructed, arranged, and
installed to ensure their continued safe
operation between normal inspections
or overhauls.

(d) Functions incorporated into any
electronic engine control that make it
part of any equipment, system, or
installation whose functions are beyond
that of basic engine control, and which
may also introduce system failures and
malfunctions, are not exempt from
§23.1309 and must be shown to meet
part 23 levels of safety as derived from
§23.1309. Part 33 certification data—if
applicable—may be used to show
compliance with any part 23
requirements. If part 33 data is to be
used to substantiate compliance with
part 23 requirements, then the applicant
must provide this data to show
compliance.

Note: The term ‘“probable” in the context
of “probable combination of failures” does
not have the same meaning as in AC
23.1309-1E, “System Safety Analysis and
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Assessment for Part 23 Airplanes.” The term
‘“probable” in “probable combination of
failures”” means “‘foreseeable,” or—in AC
23.1309—1E terms—‘‘not extremely
improbable.”

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on July 6,
2017.

Kelly Broadway,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14936 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 23

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0703; Special
Conditions No. 23-283-SC]

Special Conditions: Pilatus Aircraft
Ltd., PC-24, Autothrust System

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued for the Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. PC—
24 airplane. This airplane will have a
novel or unusual design feature
associated with installation of an
autothrust system. The applicable
airworthiness regulations do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for this design feature. These special
conditions contain the additional safety
standards that the Administrator
considers necessary to establish a level
of safety equivalent to that established
by the existing airworthiness standards.
DATES: These special conditions are
effective July 17, 2017, and are
applicable July 6, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Send comments identified
by docket number FAA-2017-0703
using any of the following methods:

O Federal eRegulations Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and follow
the online instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

O Mail: Send comments to Docket
Operations, M—-30, U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Room W12-140, West
Building Ground Floor, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

O Hand Delivery of Courier: Take
comments to Docket Operations in
Room W12-140 of the West Building
Ground Floor at 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC, between 9
a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

O Fax:Fax comments to Docket
Operations at 202—493-2251.

Privacy: The FAA will post all
comments it receives, without change,
to http://regulations.gov, including any
personal information the commenter
provides. Using the search function of
the docket Web site, anyone can find
and read the electronic form of all
comments received into any FAA
docket, including the name of the
individual sending the comment (or
signing the comment for an association,
business, labor union, etc.). DOT’s
complete Privacy Act Statement can be
found in the Federal Register published
on April 11, 2000 (65 FR 19477-19478),
as well as at http://DocketsInfo.dot.gov.

Docket: Background documents or
comments received may be read at
http://www.regulations.gov at any time.
Follow the online instructions for
accessing the docket or go to the Docket
Operations in Room W12-140 of the
West Building Ground Floor at 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC, between 9 a.m., and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jeff
Pretz, ACE-111, Federal Aviation
Administration, Small Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification
Service, 901 Locust Street, Kansas City,
MO 64106; telephone (816) 329-3239;
facsimile (816) 329-4090.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined, in accordance with 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B) and 553(d)(3), that
notice and opportunity for prior public
comment hereon are unnecessary
because the substance of these special
conditions has been subject to the
public comment process in several prior
instances with no substantive comments
received. The FAA therefore finds that
good cause exists for making these
special conditions effective upon
issuance.

Special condition Company/airplane model

No.2
23-264-SC ....... Honda Aircraft Company/
Model HA-420.
23-272-SC ....... Cirrus Design Corporation/
Model SF50.
23-281-SC ....... Innovative Solutions and

Support Inc./Pilatus Air-
craft Ltd., PC-12 Mod-
els.

Comments Invited

We invite interested people to take
part in this rulemaking by sending
written comments, data, or views. The
most helpful comments reference a
specific portion of the special
conditions, explain the reason for any

2 See http://rgl.faa.gov/ to review the listed

special conditions.

recommended change, and include
supporting data. We ask that you send
us two copies of written comments.

We will consider all comments we
receive on or before the closing date for
comments. We will consider comments
filed late if it is possible to do so
without incurring expense or delay. We
may change these special conditions
based on the comments we receive.

Background

On July 9, 2012, Pilatus Aircraft Ltd.
applied for a type certificate for their
new PC-24 airplane. The PC-24 is an
aluminum pressurized low-wing
business jet with a T-tail configuration
and retractable undercarriage designed
to meet the commuter category
requirements of part 23. Two Williams
International FJ44—4A turbofan engines
rated at 3,400 pounds (Ibs.) of take-off
thrust, situated in nacelles on each side
of the rear fuselage power the PC-24.
The PC-24 will have a Maximum Take-
off Weight (MTOW) of 17,200 pounds
(7,802 kilograms). It has a maximum
seating capacity of up to ten passengers
and one or two pilots. The airplane will
be certificated for day and night Visual
Flight Rules, Instrument Flight Rules
and flight into known icing.

The PC—-24 is equipped with an
autothrust system—also referred to as an
autothrottle system. The autothrust
system is useable in all phases of flight
from takeoff to decision height on
approach. The system includes speed
and thrust modes along with monitors
to prevent the system from exceeding
engine or airspeed limits. A servo
provides throttle movement, which is
part of each throttle quadrant assembly.
The servo(s) can be overridden by pilot
force or disconnected using the
autothrottle quick disconnect switch on
either thrust control lever, the autopilot
quick disconnect switch on the yoke, or
the autothrottle control switch on the
flight guidance panel.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of 14 CFR 21.17,
Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. must show the PC—
24 meets the applicable provisions of
part 23, as amended by amendments
23-1 through 23-62 thereto.

If the Administrator finds the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(i.e., 14 CFR part 23) do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for the PC—24 because of a novel or
unusual design feature, special
conditions are prescribed under the
provisions of § 21.16.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, the PC-24 must comply
with the fuel vent and exhaust emission
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requirements of 14 CFR part 34, the
noise certification requirements of 14
CFR part 36, and the FAA must issue a
finding of regulatory adequacy pursuant
to section 611 of Public Law 92-574, the
“Noise Control Act of 1972.”

The FAA issues special conditions, as
defined in §11.19, under § 11.38 and
they become part of the type
certification basis under § 21.17(a)(2).

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should the type certificate
for that model be amended later to
include any other model that
incorporates the same novel or unusual
design feature, the FAA would apply
these special conditions to the other
models under § 21.101.

Novel or Unusual Design Features

The PC-24 will incorporate the
following novel or unusual design
features:

Autothrust System

Discussion

As discussed in the “Background”
section, the PC-24 will incorporate an
autothrust system, which is considered
a novel design for this type of airplane.
The applicable airworthiness
regulations do not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for this
design feature. Mandating additional
requirements—developed in part by
adapting the relevant portions 14 CFR
25.1329 (automatic pilot systems)
applicable to the autothrust system—
along with FAA experience with similar
autothrust systems. This additional
requirement mitigates the concerns
associated with installation of the
autothrust system.

Applicability

As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to the PC-24.
Should Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. apply at a
later date for a change to the type
certificate to include another model on
the same type certificate incorporating
the same novel or unusual design
feature, the FAA would apply these
special conditions to that model as well.

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features on one model
of airplanes. It is not a rule of general
applicability and it affects only the
applicant who applied to the FAA for
approval of these features on the
airplane.

The substance of these special
conditions has been subjected to the
notice and comments period in several
prior instances—identified above—and
has been derived without substantive

change from those previously issued. It
is unlikely that prior public comment
would result in a significant change
from the substance contained herein.
Therefore, notice and opportunity for
prior public comments hereon are
unnecessary and the FAA finds good
cause, in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(3)(B) and 553(d)(3), making these
special conditions effective upon
issuance. The FAA is requesting
comments to allow interested persons to
submit views that may not have been
submitted in response to the prior
opportunities for comment described
above.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 23

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Signs and
symbols.

Citation

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40113
and 44701; 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.17; and 14
CFR 11.38 and 11.19.

The Special Conditions

m Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the following special conditions are
issued as part of the type certification
basis for Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. PC-24
airplanes.

1. Autothrust System.

For autothrust systems, in addition to
the requirements of §§ 23.143, 23.1309,
and 23.1329 the following apply:

(a) Quick disengagement controls for
the autothrust function must be
provided for each pilot. The autothrust
quick disengagement controls must be
located on the thrust control levers.
Quick disengagement controls must be
readily accessible to each pilot while
operating the thrust control levers.

(b) The effects of a failure of the
system to disengage the autothrust
function when manually commanded by
the pilot must be assessed in accordance
with the requirements of § 23.1309.

(c) Engagement or switching of the
flight guidance system, a mode or a
sensor may not cause the auto thrust
system to affect a transient response that
alters the airplane’s flight path any
greater than a minor transient, as
defined in paragraph (1)(1) of this
special condition.

(d) Under normal conditions, the
disengagement of any automatic control
function of a flight guidance system may
not cause a transient response of the
airplane’s flight path any greater than a
minor transient.

(e) Under rare normal and non-normal
conditions, disengagement of any
automatic control function of a flight

guidance system may not result in a
transient any greater than a significant
transient, as defined in paragraph (1)(2)
of this special condition.

(f) The function and direction of
motion of each command reference
control, such as heading select or
vertical speed, must be plainly
indicated on—or adjacent to—each
control if necessary to prevent
inappropriate use or confusion.

(g) Under any condition of flight
appropriate to its use, the flight
guidance system may not produce
hazardous loads on the airplane, nor
create hazardous deviations in the flight
path. This applies to both fault-free
operation and in the event of a
malfunction and assumes that the pilot
begins corrective action within a
reasonable period of time.

(h) When the flight guidance system
is in use, a means must be provided to
avoid excursions beyond an acceptable
margin from the speed range of the
normal flight envelope. If the airplane
experiences an excursion outside this
range, a means must be provided to
prevent the flight guidance system from
providing guidance or control to an
unsafe speed.

(i) The flight guidance system
functions, controls, indications, and
alerts must be designed to minimize
flightcrew errors and confusion
concerning the behavior and operation
of the flight guidance system. Means
must be provided to indicate the current
mode of operation, including any armed
modes, transitions, and reversions.
Selector switch position is not an
acceptable means of indication. The
controls and indications must be
grouped and presented in a logical and
consistent manner. The indications
must be visible to each pilot under all
expected lighting conditions.

(j) Following disengagement of the
autothrust function, a caution—visual
and auditory—must be provided to each
pilot.

(k) During autothrust operation, it
must be possible for the flightcrew to
move the thrust levers without requiring
excessive force. The autothrust may not
create a potential hazard when the
flightcrew applies an override force to
the thrust levers.

(1) For purposes of this section, a
transient is a disturbance in the control
or flight path of the airplane that is not
consistent with response to flightcrew
inputs or environmental conditions.

(1) A minor transient would not
significantly reduce safety margins and
would involve flightcrew actions that
are well within their capabilities. A
minor transient may involve a slight
increase in flightcrew workload or some
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physical discomfort to passengers or
cabin crew.

(2) A significant transient may lead to
a significant reduction in safety
margins, an increase in flightcrew
workload, discomfort to the flightcrew,
or physical distress to the passengers or
cabin crew, possibly including non-fatal
injuries. Significant transients do not
require—in order to remain within or
recover to the normal flight envelope—
any of the following:

(i) Exceptional piloting skill,
alertness, or strength.

(ii) Forces applied by the pilot which
are greater than those specified in
§23.143(c).

(iii) Accelerations or attitudes in the
airplane that might result in further
hazard to secured or non-secured
occupants.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on July 6,
2017.

Kelly Broadway,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14938 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0696; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NM-070-AD; Amendment
39-18960; AD 2017-14-16]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc., Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc., Model BD-100-1A10
airplanes. This AD requires removing
the fasteners attaching the machined
center fitting to the rear spar frame
lower flange splice, inspecting the
fasteners and fastener holes for damage,
reworking and repairing the fastener
holes, as applicable, and replacing the
fasteners. This AD was prompted by a
report indicating that certain fasteners
attaching the machined rear spar center
fitting to the frame were installed with
a gap between the fastener head and the
structure, or were installed tilted. We
are issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD becomes effective
August 1, 2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of August 1, 2017.

We must receive comments on this
AD by August 31, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this final rule, contact Bombardier, Inc.,
400 Cote-Vertu Road West, Dorval,
Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada; telephone:
514-855-5000; fax: 514—855-7401;
email: thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com;
Internet: http://www.bombardier.com.
You may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221. It is also
available on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0696.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017-
0696; or in person at the Docket
Operations office between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The street address for
the Docket Operations office (telephone
800-647-5527) is in the ADDRESSES
section. Comments will be available in
the AD docket shortly after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Aziz
Ahmed, Airframe Engineer, Airframe
and Mechanical Systems Branch, ANE—
171, FAA, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY
11590; telephone: 516—228-7329; fax:
516-794-5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian AD
CF-2017-12, dated March 10, 2017
(referred to after this as the Mandatory
Continuing Airworthiness Information,
or “the MCAI”), to correct an unsafe
condition for certain Bombardier, Inc.
Model BD-100-1A10 airplanes. The
MCALI states:

During production, it was observed that
some fasteners joining the machined rear
spar center fitting were installed with a gap
between the fastener head and the structure,
and others were installed tilted. Improperly
installed fasteners could cause a premature
failure of the fitting fasteners and cracking
within the fitting or frame, resulting in the
loss of structural integrity of the wing to
fuselage attachment.

This [Canadian] AD mandates the removal
of all fasteners at the rear spar frame lower
flange splice, inspection and rework [and
repair] of the holes, and fastener replacement
with self-aligning fasteners and self-aligning
collars.

The inspections include a general
visual inspection of the fasteners for
damage (i.e., missing, broken, or
deformed), and an eddy current
inspection of the fastener holes for
damage. Rework includes deburring and
chamfering the holes.

You may examine the MCAI on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2017-0696.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Bombardier, Inc., has issued Service
Bulletin 100-53-32, dated February 16,
2017. The service information describes
procedures for removing and replacing
the fasteners attaching the machined
center fitting to the rear spar frame
lower flange splice. The service
information also describes procedures
for inspecting the fasteners and fastener
holes and reworking the fastener holes.
This service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are issuing this
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AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined the unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

FAA’s Determination of the Effective
Date

An unsafe condition exists that
requires the immediate adoption of this
AD. The FAA has found that the risk to
the flying public justifies waiving notice
and comment prior to adoption of this
rule because improperly installed
fasteners could cause premature failure
of the fitting fasteners and cracking
within the fitting or frame, resulting in
reduced structural integrity of the wing-
to-fuselage attachment. Therefore, we
determined that notice and opportunity
for public comment before issuing this
AD are impracticable and that good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in fewer than 30 days.

Comments Invited

This AD is a final rule that involves
requirements affecting flight safety, and
we did not precede it by notice and
opportunity for public comment. We
invite you to send any written relevant
data, views, or arguments about this AD.
Send your comments to an address
listed under the ADDRESSES section.
Include “Docket No. FAA-2017-0696;
Directorate Identifier 2017-NM—-070—
AD” at the beginning of your comments.
We specifically invite comments on the
overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
this AD. We will consider all comments
received by the closing date and may
amend this AD based on those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this AD.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 187
airplanes of U.S. registry.

We also estimate that it will take
about 37 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this AD and 1 work-hour per product for
reporting. The average labor rate is $85
per work-hour. Required parts will cost
about $15,150 per product. Based on
these figures, we estimate the cost of
this AD on U.S. operators to be
$3,437,060, or $18,380 per product.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for other on-condition actions
specified in this AD.

According to the manufacturer, some
of the costs of this AD may be covered
under warranty, thereby reducing the
cost impact on affected individuals. We
do not control warranty coverage for
affected individuals. As a result, we
have included all costs in our cost
estimate.

Paperwork Reduction Act

A federal agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject
to penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act unless that collection of
information displays a current valid
OMB control number. The control
number for the collection of information
required by this AD is 2120-0056. The
paperwork cost associated with this AD
has been detailed in the Costs of
Compliance section of this document
and includes time for reviewing
instructions, as well as completing and
reviewing the collection of information.
Therefore, all reporting associated with
this AD is mandatory. Comments
concerning the accuracy of this burden
and suggestions for reducing the burden
should be directed to the FAA at 800
Independence Ave. SW., Washington,
DC 20591, ATTN: Information
Collection Clearance Officer, AES-200.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this AD will not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and

responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action”” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2017-14-16 Bombardier, Inc.: Amendment
39-18960; Docket No. FAA-2017—-0696;
Directorate Identifier 2017-NM-070-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD becomes effective August 1, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Bombardier, Inc.,
Model BD-100-1A10 airplanes, certificated

in any category, serial numbers 20001
through 20433 inclusive.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report
indicating that certain fasteners attaching the
machined rear spar center fitting to the frame
were installed with a gap between the
fastener head and the structure, or were
installed tilted. We are issuing this AD to
prevent failure of the fitting fasteners and
consequent cracking within the fitting or
frame, which could result in reduced
structural integrity of the wing-to-fuselage
attachment.
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(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Replacement

Before the accumulation of 7,500 total
flight cycles, or within 10 days after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later, do the actions required by paragraphs
(g)(1) through (g)(4) of this AD, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Bombardier Service Bulletin 100-53-32,
dated February 16, 2017.

(1) Remove the fasteners attaching the
machined center fitting (part number
1005340715), wing-to-fuselage attachment
and splice fitting at fuselage station 587, to
the rear spar frame lower flange splice.

(2) Do a general visual inspection of the
fasteners for damage and an eddy current
inspection of the fastener holes for damage.

(3) Rework the fastener holes as applicable.

(4) Replace the fasteners with self-aligning
fasteners and self-aligning collars.

(h) Exception to Service Information
Specifications

If any damage of any fastener hole is found
during any inspection required by paragraph
(g)(2) of this AD, before further flight, repair
using a method approved by the Manager,
New York Aircraft Certification Office (ACO),
ANE-170, FAA; or Transport Canada Civil
Aviation (TCCA); or Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA
Design Approval Organization (DAO).

(i) Reporting

Submit a report of the findings of the
inspections required by paragraph (g)(2) of
this AD, as specified in Appendix 1 of
Bombardier Service Bulletin 100-53-32,
dated February 16, 2017, to bbad_challenger
stress@aero.bombardier.com, at the
applicable time specified in paragraph (i)(1)
or (i)(2) of this AD.

(1) If the inspection was done on or after
the effective date of this AD: Submit the
report within 10 days after the inspection.

(2) If the inspection was done before the
effective date of this AD: Submit the report
within 10 days after the effective date of this
AD.

(j) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York ACO,
ANE-170, FAA, has the authority to approve
AMOC:s for this AD, if requested using the
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19. In
accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the New York ACO, send it to ATTN:
Program Manager, Continuing Operational
Safety, FAA, New York ACO, 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590;
telephone 516—-228-7300; fax 516—794-5531.
Before using any approved AMOC, notify
your appropriate principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO, ANE-170,
FAA; or TCCA; or the TCCA DAO. If
approved by the DAO, the approval must
include the DAO-authorized signature.

(3) Reporting Requirements: A federal
agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a
person is not required to respond to, nor
shall a person be subject to a penalty for
failure to comply with a collection of
information subject to the requirements of
the Paperwork Reduction Act unless that
collection of information displays a current
valid OMB Control Number. The OMB
Control Number for this information
collection is 2120-0056. Public reporting for
this collection of information is estimated to
be approximately 5 minutes per response,
including the time for reviewing instructions,
completing and reviewing the collection of
information. All responses to this collection
of information are mandatory. Comments
concerning the accuracy of this burden and
suggestions for reducing the burden should
be directed to the FAA at: 800 Independence
Ave. SW., Washington, DC 20591, Attn:
Information Collection Clearance Officer,
AES-200.

(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2017-12, dated
March 10, 2017, for related information. You
may examine the MCAI on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017-0696.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Aziz Ahmed, Airframe Engineer,
Airframe and Mechanical Systems Branch,
ANE-171, FAA, New York ACO, 1600
Stewart Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY
11590; telephone: 516—-228-7329; fax: 516—
794-5531.

(1) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Bombardier Service Bulletin 100-53-32,
dated February 16, 2017.

(ii) Reserved.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; telephone: 514-855-5000; fax: 514—
855-7401; email: thd.crj@
aero.bombardier.com; Internet: http://
www.bombardier.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on

the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on July 6,
2017.
Dionne Palermo,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14698 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2016-9567; Directorate
Identifier 2016—-NM-147-AD; Amendment
39-18955; AD 2017-14—11]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are superseding
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2007-13—
08, for certain Airbus Model A318,
A319, A320, and A321 series airplanes.
AD 2007-13-08 required repetitive
inspections of the auxiliary power unit
(APU) starter motor, APU inlet plenum,
and APU air intake for discrepancies;
repetitive cleaning of the APU air
intake; and applicable corrective
actions. This AD expands the
applicability of AD 2007-13-08, and
includes an optional terminating
installation for the repetitive actions.
This AD was prompted by a
determination that the unsafe condition
could occur on additional airplanes. We
are issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective August 21,
2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in this AD
as of August 21, 2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain other publications listed in
this AD as of July 25, 2007 (72 FR
33877, June 20, 2007).

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Airbus, Airworthiness Office-EIAS, 1
Rond Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707
Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone: +33 5
61 93 36 96; fax: +33 5 61 93 44 51;
email: account.airworth-eas@
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airbus.com; Internet: http://
www.airbus.com. You may view this
referenced service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA.
For information on the availability of
this material at the FAA, call 425-227—
1221. It is also available on the Internet
at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2016-9567.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9567; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The address for the
Docket Office (telephone 800-647-5527)
is Docket Management Facility, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Docket
Operations, M—30, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1405;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 to supersede AD 2007-13-08,
Amendment 39-15112 (72 FR 33877,
June 20, 2007) (““‘AD 2007-13-08""). AD
2007-13-08 applied to certain Airbus
Model A318, A319, A320, and A321
series airplanes. The NPRM published
in the Federal Register on January 6,
2017 (82 FR 1623). The NPRM was
prompted by a determination that the
unsafe condition could occur on
additional airplanes. The NPRM
proposed to continue to require
repetitive inspections of the APU starter
motor, APU inlet plenum, and APU air
intake for discrepancies; repetitive
cleaning of the APU air intake; and
applicable corrective actions. We are
issuing this AD to detect and correct
reverse flow during APU startup, which
could lead to flame propagation in the
APU air inlet and intake duct. Such
conditions could result in an in-flight
fire in the APU area.

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent

for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA AD 2016-0176,
dated August 31, 2016; corrected
September 1, 2016 (referred to after this
as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for all Airbus Model A318, A319, A320,
and A321 airplanes. The MCAI states:

An operator reported black smoke at the
rear of the fuselage during taxi after landing.
The smoke was caused by a fire in the
auxiliary power unit (APU) air intake. The
subsequent analysis demonstrated that,
following numerous unsuccessful APU start
attempts in flight, there is a risk of reverse
flow leading to flame propagation to the APU
air inlet and air intake duct.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could result in an in-flight fire in
the APU area.

Prompted by these findings, Airbus issued
Service Bulletin (SB) A320-49-1068 to
provide inspection and cleaning instructions.
The applicable Flight Crew Operating
Manual (FCOM) already contained a
limitation for the number of APU start
attempts, as follows:

APU STARTER
After 3 starter motor duty cycles, wait 60
minutes before attempting 3 more cycles

To address this potential unsafe condition,
EASA issued AD 2006—-0153 to require
repetitive inspections of the APU starter
motor, APU inlet plenum and APU air intake
[for discrepancies], as well as repetitive
cleaning of the APU air intake [and
applicable corrective actions].

As the reverse flow inside the APU can
only occur in flight with the APU inlet
closed, various modifications (mod) were
developed to introduce a new electronic
control box (ECB) with associated software,
the functionality of which keeps the APU
inlet door open for 15 minutes, following an
APU auto-shutdown in flight. Consequently,
AD 2006-0153 [which corresponds to FAA
AD 2007-13-08], was revised reducing the
Applicability by excluding certain post-mod
aeroplanes, and introducing these
modifications as optional terminating
actions.

After EASA AD 2006—0153R2 was issued,
it was determined that, as an APU ECB can
be replaced (or moved from one aeroplane to
another) in service, inadvertently installing a
pre-mod ECB would reintroduce the unsafe
condition. Prompted by this finding, EASA
issued AD 2016-0159, retaining the
requirements of EASA AD 2006-0153R2,
which was superseded, expanding the
Applicability and including references to
additional optional terminating actions.

Since EASA AD 2016-0159 was issued, it
was determined that paragraph (5) of the
[EASA] AD contained some erroneous
statements, inadvertently excluding certain
aeroplanes, those that have Airbus mod
23698 or mod 24498 embodied in
production, from the repetitive actions.

For the reason described above, this
[EASA] AD retains the requirements of EASA
AD 2016-0159, which is superseded, and
corrects paragraph (5). For post-mod

aeroplanes where, inadvertently, an ‘affected’
ECB has been installed in service, this AD
adds the requirement to restore those
aeroplanes to post-mod configuration by
installation of a ‘serviceable’ ECB. This
[EASA] AD also introduces some editorial
changes, not affecting the required actions.

This [EASA] AD is republished as it was
determined that one ‘affected’ and one ‘non-
affected’ ECB were inadvertently omitted in
the Tables.

Discrepancies include a defective
APU starter motor, misaligned brush
wear indicator-pin, oil contamination of
the brush wear indicator, and dirt,
debris, dust, sand, oil, combustible
residues, grease and other
contaminations of the APU inlet
plenum. Corrective actions include
replacement of the APU starter motor
and cleaning the APU air intake, if
necessary. You may examine the MCALI
in the AD docket on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching
for and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9567.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD. The
following presents the comments
received on the NPRM and the FAA’s
response to each comment.

Support for the NPRM

United Airlines and Air Line Pilots
Association, International, stated their
support for the content of the NPRM.

Request To Include Missing Part
Number

Airbus asked that electronic control
box (ECB) part number (P/N) 3888394—
230300 for APU GTCP36-300 be added
to table 1 to paragraph (g) of the
proposed AD. Airbus stated that the part
number is missing in the table.

We agree with the commenter’s
request. We have added ECB P/N
3888394-230300 for APU GTCP36-300
to table 1 to paragraphs (g), (h), (i)(2)(ii),
(j), and (k) of this AD. That part number
was omitted from EASA AD 2016-0176,
dated August 31, 2016; however, EASA
issued a correction, which added that
part number, on September 1, 2016. We
have also included the corrected EASA
AD in this final rule.

Request To Provide Retrofit Installation
Method and Interchangeability
Information

Virgin America asked that the
proposed AD requirements provide an
approved retrofit installation method for
P/N 3888394-321206. Virgin America
also asked that the proposed AD
requirements clearly state the
interchangeability or lack of
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interchangeability for the part numbers
identified in table 2 of the proposed AD.

Virgin America stated that it receives
the Airbus Illustrated Parts Catalog (IPC)
on a quarterly basis, which it regularly
corrects to remove interchangeability.
Virgin America added that in addition
to correcting the IPC every quarter, it
has repeatedly requested that Airbus
Airworthiness and Engineering
synchronize their viewpoint of how the
IPC is intended to be utilized by
operators. Virgin America noted that
since EASA has corresponding ADs, it
would mean that no ECB can be
considered “interchangeable” by
Airbus, since accomplishing a service
bulletin is not the same as
accomplishing an airplane maintenance
manual. Virgin America requested this
coordination within Airbus, both from
an ever increasing manpower
requirement (i.e., the more ADs, the
more IPCs that need interchangeability
monitored and removed quarterly) and
also from a parts support request, since
some parts providers use the IPC as the
means to pool and issue parts. Virgin
America concluded that a separate pool
of non-interchangeable parts adds
significantly to the cost impact of the
proposed AD.

We acknowledge the commenter’s
concerns; however, an approved retrofit
installation method and
interchangeability of part numbers are
not addressed by this AD. While there
might be merit to the commenter’s
suggestions, this AD is not the
appropriate document in which to
evaluate those suggestions. Therefore,
we have not changed this AD in this
regard.

Conclusion

We reviewed the available data,
including the comments received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this AD
with the changes described previously
and minor editorial changes. We have
determined that these changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Airbus has issued the following
service information, which describes
procedures for replacing the ECB. These
documents are distinct since they apply
to different airplane models in different
configurations.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A320—49—
1077, Revision 04, dated February 27,
2013.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A320—49—
1098, dated June 21, 2011.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A320—-49—
1102, dated January 3, 2012.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49—
1107, Revision 02, dated May 10, 2016.

This service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 1,182
airplanes of U.S. registry.

The actions required by AD 2007-13—
08, and retained in this AD, take about
4 work-hours per product, at an average
labor rate of $85 per work-hour. Based
on these figures, the estimated cost of
the actions that are required by AD
2007-13-08 is $340 per product.

We also estimate that it will take
about 4 work-hours per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this AD. The average labor rate is $85
per work-hour. Based on these figures,
we estimate the cost of this AD on U.S.
operators to be $401,880, or $340 per
product.

We have received no definitive data
that will enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in ““Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this AD will not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between

the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “‘significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2007-13-08, Amendment 39-15112 (72
FR 33877, June 20, 2007), and adding
the following new AD:

2017-14-11 Airbus: Amendment 39-18955;
Docket No. FAA—2016-9567; Directorate
Identifier 2016—-NM-147—-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective August 21, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2007-13-08,
Amendment 39-15112 (72 FR 33877, June
20, 2007) (““AD 2007-13-08"").

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Airbus airplanes
identified in paragraphs (c)(1), (c)(2), (c)(3),
and (c)(4) of this AD, all manufacturer serial
numbers, certificated in any category.

(1) Model A318-111, -112, —=121, and —122
airplanes.

(2) Model A319-111, -112, -113, —114,
—115,-131, —132, and —133 airplanes.

(3) Model A320-211, -212, =214, —231,
—232, and —233 airplanes.

(4) Model A321-111, -112, -131, —211,
—212,-213,-231, and —232 airplanes.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 49, Airborne Auxiliary Power.
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(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report of a fire
in the auxiliary power unit (APU) air intake.
An analysis demonstrated that, following
numerous unsuccessful APU start attempts in
flight, there is a risk of reverse flow, which
could lead to flame propagation to the APU
air inlet and air intake duct. This AD was
also prompted by the determination that AD
2007-13-08 only addresses the unsafe
condition for certain airplanes. We are
issuing this AD to detect and correct reverse
flow during APU startup, which could lead

to flame propagation in the APU air inlet and
intake duct. Such conditions could result in
an in-flight fire in the APU area.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Repetitive Inspections and Corrective
Actions

Except as provided by paragraph (i) of this
AD, within 600 flight hours after July 25,
2007 (the effective date of AD 2007-13-08),

or within 60 days after the effective date of
this AD, whichever occurs later: Inspect the
APU starter motor, APU air inlet plenum,
and APU air intake of each affected APU
identified in table 1 to paragraphs (g), (h),
(1)(2)(ii), (j), and (k) of this AD for
discrepancies; and do all applicable
corrective actions before further flight; in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Airbus Service Bulletin A320—
49-1068, Revision 01, dated February 2,
2006. Repeat the inspection thereafter at
intervals not to exceed 600 flight hours.

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPHS (g), (h), (i)(2)(ii), (j), AND (k) OF THIS AD—AFFECTED APU AND

ELECTRONIC CONTROL Box (ECB)

APU

ECB part Nos. (P/N)

APIC APS 3200 ....
Honeywell 131-9A
Honeywell GTCP36-300

4500003D, 4500003E, 4500003F, 4500003G, 4500003H, or 4500003J.

3888394—-120201, 3888394—-121202, 3888394—121203, 3888394-221202, or 3888394—221203.

307950-1, 307950-2, 307950-3, 307950-4, 304640-1, 304640-2, 304640-3, 304640-4, 304817-1,
3048172, or 3888394-230300.

(h) Repetitive Cleanings

Except as provided by paragraph (i) of this
AD, prior to the accumulation of 2,400 flight
hours since first flight of the airplane, or
within 600 flight hours after July 25, 2007
(the effective date of AD 2007—-13-08), or
within 60 days after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs latest, unless
accomplished previously in accordance with

Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1098,

dated June 21, 2011: Clean the APU air intake
of each affected APU identified in table 1 to
paragraphs (g), (h), (i)(2)(ii), (j), and (k) of this
AD, in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Airbus Service Bulletin A320—
49-1068, Revision 01, dated February 2,
2006. Repeat the cleaning task thereafter at
intervals not to exceed 2,400 flight hours.

(i) Exceptions to Requirements in
Paragraphs (g) and (h) of This AD

(1) For airplanes equipped with an APU
and associated ECB part number identified in
table 2 to paragraphs (i)(1), (i)(2)(ii), and (j)
of this AD, the actions specified in
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this AD are not
required.

TABLE 2 TO PARAGRAPHS (i)(1), (i)(2)(ii), AND (j) OF THIS AD—NON-AFFECTED ECB

APU

ECB Part Nos. (P/N)

APIC APS 3200 ....
Honeywell 131-9A
Honeywell GTCP36-300

4500003K, 4500003L, or 4500003M.
3888394121204, 3888394121205, 3888394221204, 3888394-221205, or 3888394-321206.
304640-5, 3048173, or 3888394-230301.

(2) For airplanes on which Airbus
Modification 35803, 35936, 152289, 152645,
155015, or 157848 has been embodied in
production, the actions specified in
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this AD are not
required provided that, within 30 days after
the effective date of this AD, the applicable
actions specified in paragraphs (i)(2)(i) and
(i)(2)(ii) of this AD are done.

(i) The part number of the installed ECB is
identified.

(ii) Any affected ECB identified in table 1
to paragraphs (g), (h), (i)(2)(ii), (j), and (k) of
this AD that is found to be installed is
replaced with an ECB having a part number
identified in table 2 to paragraphs (i)(1),
(1)(2)(ii), and (j) of this AD, as applicable to
the APU installed on the airplane; and the
replacement is done in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of the
applicable service information identified in
paragraph (i)(2)(ii)(A), ()(2)(ii)(B),
(1H(2)(i)(C), (1)(2)(i1)(D), [)(2)(i)(E), or
(1)(2)(ii)(F) of this AD; or using a method
approved by the Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, or the European Aviation
Safety Agency (EASA), or Airbus’s EASA
Design Organization Approval (DOA).

(A) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1070,
dated ]uly 28, 2006.

(B) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1075,
Revision 01, dated December 1, 2006.

(C) Airbus Service Bulletin A320—-49-1077,
Revision 04, dated February 27, 2013.

(D) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1098,
dated June 21, 2011.

(E) Airbus Service Bulletin A320—-49-1102,
dated January 3, 2012.

(F) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1107,
Revision 02, dated May 10, 2016.

(3) For airplanes on which an APU ECB
having a part number approved after the
effective date of this AD is installed, the
actions specified in paragraphs (g) and (h) of
this AD are not required, provided the
conditions specified in paragraphs (i)(3)(i)
and (i)(3)(ii) of this AD are met.

(i) The part number must be approved by
the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
EASA; or Airbus’s EASA DOA.

(ii) The installation must be accomplished
in accordance with airplane modification
instructions approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA; or EASA; or
Airbus’s EASA DOA.

(j) Optional Terminating Action

Replacing an affected ECB identified in
table 1 to paragraphs (g), (h), (i)(2)(ii), (j), and
(k) of this AD with an ECB having a part
number identified in table 2 to paragraphs
(1)(1), (1)(2)(i1), and (j) of this AD, as
applicable to the APU installed on the
airplane, constitutes terminating action for
the repetitive inspections required by
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this AD. The
replacement must be done in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of the
applicable service information identified in
paragraph (i)(2)(ii)(A), (1)(2)(i1)(B),
1H(2)(i)(C), (1)(2)(1)(D), [B(2)(E)(E), or
(1)(2)(ii)(F) of this AD, or using a method
approved by the Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA; or EASA; or Airbus’s EASA
DOA.

(k) Parts Installation Prohibition

As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install on any airplane an APU
with an associated ECB identified in table 1
to paragraphs (g), (h), (1)(2)(ii), (j), and (k) of
this AD.
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(1) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
specified in paragraphs (i)(2) and (j) of this
AD, if those actions were performed before
the effective date of this AD using any of the
service information specified in paragraphs
(1)(1) through (1)(7) of this AD.

(1) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1075,
dated September 22, 2006, which was

incorporated by reference in AD 2007—13-08.

(2) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1077,
dated March 21, 2007, which is not
incorporated by reference in this AD.

(3) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1077,
Revision 01, dated August 9, 2007, which is
not incorporated by reference in this AD.

(4) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1077,
Revision 02, dated July 1, 2008, which is not
incorporated by reference in this AD.

(5) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1077,
Revision 03, dated December 8, 2008, which
is not incorporated by reference in this AD.

(6) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1107,
dated November 5, 2013, which is not
incorporated by reference in this AD.

(7) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1107,
Revision 01, dated July 28, 2015, which is
not incorporated by reference in this AD.

(m) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOCs for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the International Branch,
send it to the attention of the person
identified in paragraph (n)(2) of this AD.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov.

(i) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office. The AMOC
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

(ii) AMOCs approved previously for AD
2007-13-08 are approved as AMOCs for the
corresponding provisions of paragraphs (g)
and (h) of this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: As of the
effective date of this AD, for any requirement
in this AD to obtain corrective actions from
a manufacturer, the action must be
accomplished using a method approved by
the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
EASA; or Airbus’s EASA DOA. If approved
by the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(n) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA AD
2016-0176, dated August 31, 2016; corrected
September 1, 2016, for related information.
This MCAI may be found in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov

by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2016-9567.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1405; fax 425-227-1149.

(3) Service information identified in this
AD that is not incorporated by reference is
available at the addresses specified in
paragraphs (0)(5) and (0)(6) of this AD.

(o) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless this AD specifies otherwise.

(3) The following service information was
approved for IBR on August 21, 2017.

(i) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1077,
Revision 04, dated February 27, 2013.

(ii) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1098,
dated June 21, 2011.

(iii) Airbus Service Bulletin A320—49—
1102, dated January 3, 2012.

(iv) Airbus Service Bulletin A320—49—
1107, Revision 02, dated May 10, 2016.

(4) The following service information was
approved for IBR on July 25, 2007 (72 FR
33877, June 20, 2007).

(i) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1068,
Revision 01, dated February 2, 2006.

(ii) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49-1070,
dated July 28, 2006.

(iii) Airbus Service Bulletin A320-49—
1075, Revision 01, dated December 1, 2006.

(5) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus, Airworthiness
Office-EIAS, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone: +33
561 93 36 96; fax: +33 5 61 93 44 51; email:
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com; Internet:
http://www.airbus.com.

(6) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(7) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 29,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14469 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0021; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NE-01-AD; Amendment 39-
18951; AD 2017-14-07]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; International
Aero Engines AG Turbofan Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
International Aero Engines AG (IAE)
V2522—-A5, V2524—A5, V2527-A5,
V2527E-A5, V2527M-A5, V2530-A5,
V2533-A5, V2525-D5, V2528-D5, and
V2531-E5 turbofan engines. This AD
was prompted following a self-
disclosure by IAE regarding
manufacturing quality escapes. This AD
requires replacing the affected and
suspect parts within the time limits
specified in the compliance section. We
are issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective August 21,
2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in this AD
as of August 21, 2017.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
International Aero Engines AG, 400
Main Street, East Hartford, CT 06118;
phone: 860-565—0140; email: help24@
pw.utc.com; Internet: http://
fleetcare.pw.utc.com. You may view this
service information at the FAA, Engine
& Propeller Directorate, 1200 District
Avenue, Burlington, MA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 781-238-7125.
It is also available on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching
for and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0021.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—-
0021; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this final rule, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The address for the
Docket Office (phone: 800-647-5527) is
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Document Management Facility, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Docket
Operations, M—30, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brian Kierstead, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine
& Propeller Directorate, 1200 District
Avenue, Burlington, MA 01803; phone:
781-238-7772; fax: 781-238-7199;
email: brian.kierstead@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain IAE V2522—-A5, V2524—
A5, V2527-A5, V2527E-A5, V2527M—-
A5, V2530—-A5, V2533—-A5, V2525-D5,
V2528-D5, and V2531-E5 turbofan
engines. The NPRM published in the
Federal Register on March 14, 2017 (82
FR 13570). The NPRM was prompted
following a self-disclosure by IAE
regarding manufacturing quality
escapes. The NPRM proposed to require
replacing the affected and suspect parts
within the time limits specified in the
compliance section. We are issuing this
AD to prevent failure of high-energy,
rotating hardware, uncontained part
release, damage to the engine, and
damage to the airplane.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this final rule.
The following presents the comments
received on the NPRM and the FAA’s
response to each comment.

Request To Change Service Information

MTU and United Airlines (UAL)
requested that we revise the service
information citations in the
Applicability and Compliance
paragraphs of this AD to reference the
“latest approved revision” or “latest
issue” of the service bulletin (SB).
Citing future issues/revisions would
avoid Alternative Method of
Compliance (AMOC) requests if the SBs
are updated.

We disagree. We are only authorized
to mandate use of SBs that we have
reviewed and which are published.
Since future revisions of SBs are not yet
published, we are not authorized to
mandate their use. We did not change
this AD.

Request To Change Compliance Time

MTU and UAL requested that we
revise the removal interval referenced in

Compliance paragraph (g)(2) of this AD
from “when the high-pressure turbine
(HPT) module is disassembled and
access to the part is available”. UAL
feels that the proposed compliance
period may not prevent part failure and
requests the compliance be revised to
“anytime the HPT module is removed
from the engine”. MTU believes that the
word ‘“‘access” is unclear and requests
alignment with the IAE NewsFlash NF—
048, which recommends replacing at
“next piece part exposure.”

We disagree. Changing compliance to
“next piece part exposure” would allow
parts to remain in service longer,
resulting in an unacceptable level of
risk. We also disagree with mandating
removal of the hardware upon
separation of the HPT module from the
engine because this would require an
earlier compliance than is required.
Neither MTU nor UAL submitted data to
support a change to the compliance
period. We did not change this AD.

Request To Change Part Eligibility

UAL requests that the AD elaborate
that a part eligible for installation
includes “any approved original
equipment manufacturer (OEM) part
number, be it new, or previously
operated, provided that it is not affected
by this AD.” UAL states that the
referenced SB(s) require the owner/
operator to “install a new part of a
specific part number.”

We disagree. The installation of
specific hardware is not mandated by
this AD. Any part eligible for
installation, new or previously installed,
may be installed in place of the affected
part. We did not change this AD.

Request To Change Disposition of
Affected Hardware

UAL requests that this AD not include
the sections of the SBs that refer to how
the affected hardware is dispositioned
upon removal. United highlights
concerns with the reporting
requirements listed in the SB and does
not want this AD to incorporate by
reference (IBR) those sections of the
SB(s).

We agree. The disposition of this
hardware is not mandated by this AD.
We did not change this AD.

Request To Change Applicability

MTU requested that we remove the
V2531-E5 from the Summary and
Applicability sections of this AD. MTU
stated that the V2531-E5 is not listed as
an affected engine in the associated SBs.

We disagree. We have determined that
the IAE V2531-E5 turbofan engine

might have an affected part installed.
The IAE V2531-E5 turbofan engine is
included in the Applicability paragraph
of this AD to ensure those engines
comply with this AD in the event that
an affected part is installed on a V2531—
E5 engine. We did not change this AD.

Request To Change Costs of Compliance

MTU requested that we align the
“Cost per product” and “Cost on U.S.
operators” with the latest SB
information. MTU cites that the “Cost
per product” and “Cost on U.S.
operators” as listed in the AD are lower
than the numbers given in the
associated SBs.

We disagree. The cost estimate listed
in the AD is pro-rated based on the part
cycles accrued and the cycles at which
the affected hardware will be removed
from service, versus the certified life.
The SB only lists new part cost. We did
not change this AD.

Conclusion

We reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comments received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule as proposed. We have
determined that these minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and

e Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

IAE Non-Modification Service
Bulletin (NMSB) V2500-ENG-72-0676,
dated October 14, 2016; IAE NMSB
V2500-ENG-72-0677, Revision 1, dated
January 11, 2017; IAE NMSB V2500—
ENG-72-0682, dated December 2, 2016;
IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0681,
Revision 2, dated January 9, 2017; and
IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0678,
Revision 1, dated January 5, 2017. Each
of the NMSBs describes procedures for
replacing a different affected part. This
service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 70
engines installed on airplanes of U.S.
registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this AD:
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ESTIMATED COSTS

: Cost per Cost on
Action Labor cost Parts cost product U.S. operators
Removal of HPT stage 2 air seal (cycle limited) ........cccoeeerenerienerieeen. $0 $154,119.00 $154,119.00 $308,238.00
Removal of HPT 1st stage air seal (cycle limited) .. 0 87,503.00 87,503.00 175,006.00
Removal of HPT stage 2 ring plate (cycle limited) .. 0 56,207.00 56,207.00 112,414.00
Removal of HPT stage 2 ring plate (upon access) 0 31,403.00 31,403.00 2,041,195.00

According to the manufacturer, some
of the costs of this AD may be covered
under warranty, thereby reducing the
cost impact on affected individuals. We
do not control warranty coverage for
affected individuals. As a result, we
have included all costs in our cost
estimate.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, and Section 44701:
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

This AD will not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This AD will not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action”” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2017-14-07 International Aero Engines
AG: Amendment 39-18951; Docket No.
FAA-2017-0021; Directorate Identifier
2017-NE-01-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective August 21, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.

(c) Applicability

(1) This AD applies to International Aero
Engines AG (IAE) V2522—-A5, V2524-A5,
V2527-A5, V2527E-A5, V2527M-A5,
V2530-A5, V2533—-A5, V2525-D5, V2528—
D5, and V2531-E5 turbofan engines, with
one or more of the following installed:

(i) High-pressure turbine (HPT) stage 2 air
seal, part number (P/N) 2A4157, with a serial
number (S/N) listed in Table 1 of IAE Non-
Modification Service Bulletin (NMSB)
V2500-ENG-72-0676, dated October 14,
2016.

(ii) HPT 1st stage air seal, P/N 2A3423,
with an S/N listed in Table 1 of JAE NMSB
V2500-ENG-72—-0677, Revision 1, dated
January 11, 2017; or IAE NMSB V2500-ENG—
72—-0678, Revision 1, dated January 5, 2017.

(iii) HPT stage 2 ring plate, P/N 2A3437,
with an S/N listed in Table 1 of IAE NMSB
V2500-ENG-72-0682, dated December 2,
2016; or IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0681,
Revision 2, dated January 9, 2017.

(2) Reserved.

(d) Subject

Joint Aircraft System Component (JASC)
Code 7250, Turbine Engine.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by several reports
by IAE of quality escapes during manufacture
of HPT stage 2 air seals, HPT 1st stage air
seals, and/or HPT stage 2 ring plates, at the
Pratt and Whitney Chengdu facility. We are
issuing this AD to prevent failure of high-
energy, rotating hardware, uncontained part
release, damage to the engine, and damage to
the airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Required Actions

(1) Remove the following hardware from
service before reaching the specified part
cycles since new listed in the service
instructions in paragraphs (g)(1)(i) through
(iii) of this AD, or within 50 cycles in service
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs later, and replace with a part eligible
for installation:

(i) HPT stage 2 air seal, P/N 2A4157,
identified in Table 1 of IAE NMSB V2500—
ENG-72-0676, dated October 14, 2016.

(ii) HPT 1st stage air seal, P/N 2A3423,
identified in Table 1 of IAE NMSB V2500—
ENG-72-0677, Revision 1, dated January 11,
2017.

(iii) HPT stage 2 ring plate, P/N 2A3437,
identified in Table 1 of IAE NMSB V2500—
ENG-72-0682, dated December 2, 2016.

(2) After the effective date of this AD,
remove the following hardware from service
when the HPT module is disassembled and
access to the part is available and replace
with a part eligible for installation:

(i) HPT 1st stage air seal, P/N 2A3423,
identified in Accomplishment Instructions,
Table 1, of IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0678,
Revision 1, dated January 5, 2017.

(ii) HPT stage 2 ring plate, P/N 2A3437,
identified in Accomplishment Instructions,
Table 1, of IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0681,
Revision 2, dated January 9, 2017.

(h) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

The Manager, Engine Certification Office,
FAA, may approve AMOCs for this AD. Use
the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19 to
make your request. You may email your
request to: ANE-AD-AMOC@faa.gov.

(i) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Brian Kierstead, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine &
Propeller Directorate, 1200 District Avenue,
Burlington, MA 01803; phone: 781-238—
7772; fax: 781-238-7199; email:
brian.kierstead@faa.gov.
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(j) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless the AD specifies otherwise.

(i) International Aero Engines (IAE) Non-
Modification Service Bulletin (NMSB)
V2500-ENG-72-0676, dated October 14,
2016.

(ii) IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0677,
Revision 1, dated January 11, 2017.

(iii) IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0678,
Revision 1, dated January 5, 2017.

(iv) IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0681,
Revision 2, dated January 9, 2017.

(v) IAE NMSB V2500-ENG-72-0682, dated
December 2, 2016.

(3) For International Aero Engines service
information identified in this AD, contact
International Aero Engines AG, 400 Main
Street, East Hartford, CT 06118; phone: 860—
565—0140; email: help24@pw.utc.com;
Internet: http://fleetcare.pw.utc.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at FAA, Engine & Propeller Directorate, 1200
District Avenue, Burlington, MA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 781-238-7125.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
July 3, 2017.
Kevin Dickert,

Acting Manager, Engine & Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14706 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2015-3637; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-219-AD; Amendment
39-18954; AD 2017-14-10]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
The Boeing Company Model MD-11
and MD-11F airplanes. This AD was
prompted by report of fuel odor in the
cabin. Fuel was found leaking from a

cracked fuel line shroud in the left cargo
compartment equipment tunnel. This
AD requires a check for the presence of
fuel at the fuel shroud drain; a high
frequency eddy current (HFEC)
inspection for cracked fuel line shrouds;
a pressure test of the drain system of the
tail tank fuel shroud and a pressure test
of the drain system of the aft fuselage
fuel shroud to determine cracking; and
corrective actions, if necessary. We are
issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective August 21,
2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publication listed in this AD
as of August 21, 2017.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Boeing Commercial Airplanes,
Attention: Data & Services Management,
3855 Lakewood Boulevard, MC D800~
0019, Long Beach, CA 90846—-0001;
telephone 206-544-5000, extension 2;
fax 206-766—5683; Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com. You may view
this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.
It is also available on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching
for and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
3637.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA 2015-
3637; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this final rule, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The address for the
Docket Office (phone: 800-647-5527) is
Docket Management Facility, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Docket
Operations, M—30, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Serj
Harutunian, Aerospace Engineer,
Propulsion Branch, ANM-140L, FAA,
Los Angeles Aircraft Certification Office
(ACO), 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, CA 90712—4137; telephone:
562—627-5254; fax: 562—-627-5210;
email: serj.harutunian@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain The Boeing Company
Model MD-11 and MD-11F airplanes.
The NPRM published in the Federal
Register on September 29, 2015 (80 FR
58362) (“the NPRM”). The NPRM was
prompted by a report of fuel odor in the
cabin. Fuel was found leaking from a
cracked fuel line shroud in the left cargo
compartment equipment tunnel. The
NPRM proposed to require a check for
the presence of fuel at the fuel shroud
drain; a HFEGC inspection for cracked
fuel line shrouds; a pressure test of the
drain system of the tail tank fuel shroud
and a pressure test of the drain system
of the aft fuselage fuel shroud to
determine if there is cracking; and
corrective actions, if necessary. We are
issuing this AD to detect and correct
fuel leaking from a cracked fuel line
shroud, which could result in fuel
accumulation below the cargo
compartment floor and consequent
increased risk of fire.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD. The
following presents the comments
received on the NPRM and the FAA’s
response to each comment.

Request To Withdraw the NPRM

United Parcel Service (UPS) requested
that the NPRM be withdrawn until
Boeing has the opportunity to work with
affected MD—11 operators to develop
accurate service information. UPS stated
that Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-28A148, dated August 29, 2014,
does not provide adequate guidance on
the inspection areas. UPS suggested that
we revise the NPRM to include specific
procedures for an HFEC inspection to
the area of the shroud adjacent to the
installed internal spacers as well as the
curved areas, provide procedures for
airplanes on which a previous repair
has been accomplished in the HFEC
inspection area, and specify that the
leak check be done only at the portion
of the tail tank transfer line and the #2
engine fuel feed line shroud drain
system running through the left-hand
portion of the aft lower cargo
compartment from approximately
airplane station 1501 to 2007.

We disagree with the commenter’s
request to withdraw or revise the
NPRM. Since the NPRM was published,
Boeing has released new service
information, which corrects certain
typographical errors and procedures in
an appendix, includes minor editorial
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changes, and addresses all of the
commenter’s concerns. This AD has
been revised to require accomplishment
of all actions in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017. We
have also given credit for Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin MD11-28A148, dated
August 29, 2014, if those actions were
performed before the effective date of
this AD.

We agree with the commenter that
cracks and leakage in the shrouds are
predominantly found in sections of the
shroud with internal spacers installed.
Since the service information has been
revised, Figure 1 of Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin MD11-28A148, Revision 1,
dated March 24, 2017, addresses the
inspection areas of concern in the
commenter’s request and specifies the
areas requiring an HFEC inspection. The
“Note” in paragraph 3.B., “Work
Instructions,” of Option 1 of the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017,
specifies that the pressure test is to be
done if a shroud has been repaired with
doublers. In addition, the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017,
reduce the scope of the leak checks as
much as practical, and also include
instructions to disconnect and
reconnect as few lines as possible. As
stated previously, we have revised this
AD to require accomplishment of all
actions in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017.

Request Clarification for Existing
Maintenance Planning Document
(MPD) Functional Check Items

FedEx noted that functional checks
similar to those specified in the
proposed AD are already part of the
MD-11 MPD and requested clarification
regarding the more restrictive checks in
the proposed AD. FedEx stated that
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin MD11—
28A148, dated August 29, 2014, and the
proposed AD do not provide
instructions on how to handle the
existing MPD functional check items.
FedEx stated that the more restrictive
checks in the proposed AD should have
been mandated as a revision to the
maintenance or inspection program.

We agree to provide clarification;
however, we do not agree to delay
issuance of this AD to mandate a
revision to the manufacturer’s
maintenance or inspection program. The
more restrictive repetitive requirements
of this AD take precedence over the
current MPD since these actions are
necessary to correct the identified
unsafe condition. We have not changed
this AD regarding this issue.

Request To Revise Certain Wording in
the Proposed AD

Boeing requested that we revise
paragraphs (g)(1)(i) and (g)(2)(i) of the
proposed AD from a check for the
presence of fuel at the “fuel shroud
drain” to a check at the “fuel shroud
drain valves.” Boeing stated that
paragraph (g) of the proposed AD
specified to check the fuel shroud drain,
whereas Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-28A148, dated August 29, 2014,
emphasizes checking all the drain
valves where fuel may accumulate.

We agree with the commenter’s
request for the reason provided above.
We have revised paragraphs (g)(1)(i) and
(g)(2)(i) of this AD accordingly, to state

ESTIMATED COSTS

“check for the presence of fuel at the
fuel shroud drain valves.”

Conclusion

We reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comments received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule with the changes described
previously and minor editorial changes.
We have determined that these minor
changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

We also determined that these
changes will not increase the economic
burden on any operator or increase the
scope of this final rule.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin MD11-28A148, Revision 1,
dated March 24, 2017. The service
information describes procedures for
checking for the presence of fuel at the
fuel shroud drain valves; a HFEC
inspection for cracked fuel line shrouds;
a pressure test of the drain system of the
tail tank fuel shroud and a pressure test
of the drain system of the aft fuselage
fuel shroud; and corrective actions. This
service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 90
airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this AD:

: Cost per Cost on
Action Labor cost Parts cost product U.S. operators
Check for presence of 2 work-hours x $85 per hour = $170, per in- $0 | $170, per inspection $15,300, per inspection
fuel at the fuel shroud spection cycle. cycle. cycle.
drain.
HFEC Inspection (op- 5 work-hours x $85 per hour = $425, per in- $0 | $425, per inspection $38,250, per inspection
tional). spection cycle. cycle. cycle.
Pressure Test ................ 3 work-hours x $85 per hour = $255, per in- $0 | $255, per inspection $22,950, per inspection
spection cycle. cycle. cycle.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions

specified in this AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code

specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,

section 106, describes the authority of

the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:

Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s

authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
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“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.
Regulatory Findings

This AD will not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This AD will not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2017-14-10 The Boeing Company:
Amendment 39-18954 Docket No. FAA—
2015-3637; Directorate Identifier 2014—
NM-219-AD.

(a) Effective Date

This AD is effective August 21, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs
None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to The Boeing Company
Model MD-11 and MD-11F airplanes,
certificated in any category, as identified in
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 28, Fuel System.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by a report of fuel
odor in the cabin. Fuel was found leaking
from a cracked fuel line shroud in the left
cargo compartment equipment tunnel. We
are issuing this AD to detect and correct fuel
leaking from a cracked fuel line shroud,
which could result in fuel accumulation
below the cargo compartment floor and
consequent increased risk of fire.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Check, Inspection, Test, and Corrective
Actions

Do the actions in paragraphs (g)(1) or (g)(2)
of this AD, as applicable.

(1) Except as specified in paragraph (h) of
this AD: At the applicable time in Table 1 of
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017, do the
actions in paragraphs (g)(1)(i), (g)(1)(ii), and
(g)(1)(iii) of this AD. Before further flight do
all applicable corrective actions, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-28A148, Revision 1, dated March 24,
2017. Repeat the actions thereafter at the
applicable time in Table 1 of paragraph 1.E.,
“Compliance,” of Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin MD11-28A148, Revision 1, dated
March 24, 2017.

(i) Check for the presence of fuel at the fuel
shroud drain valves.

(ii) Do a high frequency eddy current
(HFEC) inspection for cracked fuel line
shrouds.

(iii) Do a pressure test of the drain system
of the tail tank fuel shroud and a pressure
test of the drain system of the aft fuselage
fuel shroud to determine if there is cracking.

(2) Except as specified in paragraph (h) of
this AD: At the applicable time in Table 2 of
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017, do the
actions in paragraphs (g)(2)(i) and (g)(2)(ii) of
this AD. Before further flight do all
applicable corrective actions, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017. Repeat the
actions thereafter at the applicable time in
Table 2 of paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin MD11-28A148,
Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017.

(i) Check for the presence of fuel at the fuel
shroud drain valves.

(ii) Do a pressure test of the drain system
of the tail tank fuel shroud and a pressure
test of the drain system of the aft fuselage
fuel shroud to determine if there is cracking.

(h) Exception to the Service Information

Where Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-28A148, Revision 1, dated March 24,
2017, specifies a compliance time of “after
the original issue date of this service
bulletin,” this AD requires compliance
within the specified compliance time after
the effective date of this AD.

(i) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for the
actions specified in paragraph (g) of this AD,
if those actions were performed before the
effective date of this AD using Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin MD11-28A148, dated
August 29, 2014.

(j) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOGC:s for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (k)(1) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-LAACO-AMOC-
REQUESTS@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair,
modification, or alteration required by this
AD if it is approved by the Boeing
Commercial Airplanes Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA) that has
been authorized by the Manager, Los Angeles
ACO, to make those findings. To be
approved, the repair method, modification
deviation, or alteration deviation must meet
the certification basis of the airplane, and the
approval must specifically refer to this AD.

(k) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Serj Harutunian, Aerospace Engineer,
Propulsion Branch, ANM—140L, FAA, Los
Angeles ACO, 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, CA 90712—4137; telephone: 562—
627-5254; fax: 562—-627-5210; email:
serj.harutunian@faa.gov.

(2) Service information identified in this
AD that is not incorporated by reference is
available at the addresses specified in
paragraphs (1)(3) and (1)(4) of this AD.

(1) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless the AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Boeing Alert Service Bulletin MD11—
28A148, Revision 1, dated March 24, 2017.

(ii) Reserved.

(3) For Boeing service information
identified in this AD, contact Boeing
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Commercial Airplanes, Attention: Data &
Services Management, 3855 Lakewood
Boulevard, MC D800-0019, Long Beach, CA
90846—-0001; telephone 206-544-5000,
extension 2; fax 206—766—-5683; Internet
https://www.myboeingfleet.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 29,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14470 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165

[Docket Number USCG-2017-0675]

RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zone; 28th Annual Lake Erie

Open Water Swim; Lake Erie,
Cleveland, OH

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a temporary safety zone for
certain waters of Lake Erie. This safety
zone is intended to restrict vessels from
a portion of Lake Erie during the 28th
Annual Lake Erie Open Water Swim.
This temporary safety zone is necessary
to protect swimmers from vessels
operating in the area. Entry of vessels or
persons into this zone is prohibited
unless specifically authorized by the
Captain of the Port Buffalo.

DATES: This rule is effective from 6:45
a.m. through 10:15 a.m. on July 15,
2017.

ADDRESSES: To view documents
mentioned in this preamble as being
available in the docket, go to http://
www.regulations.gov, type USCG-2017—
0675 in the “SEARCH” box and click
“SEARCH.” Click on Open Docket
Folder on the line associated with this
rule.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this rule, call or

email LT Ryan Junod, Chief of
Waterways Management, U.S. Coast
Guard Marine Safety Unit Cleveland;
telephone 216-937-0124, email
ryan.s.junod@uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Table of Abbreviations

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

DHS Department of Homeland Security
FR Federal Register

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking
§ Section

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Background Information and
Regulatory History

The Coast Guard is issuing this
temporary rule without prior notice and
opportunity to comment pursuant to
authority under section 4(a) of the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA) (5
U.S.C. 553(b)). This provision
authorizes an agency to issue a rule
without prior notice and opportunity to
comment when the agency for good
cause finds that those procedures are
impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary
to the public interest. Under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(B), the Coast Guard finds that
good cause exists for not publishing a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
with respect to this rule because the
event sponsor did not submit notice to
the Coast Guard with sufficient time
remaining before the event to publish an
NPRM. Delaying the effective date of
this rule to wait for a comment period
to run would be impracticable and
contrary to the public interest by
inhibiting the Coast Guard’s ability to
protect event participants from the
hazards associated with an open water
swim.

Under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3), the Coast
Guard finds that good cause exists for
making this temporary rule effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
Federal Register because doing so
would be impracticable and contrary to
the public interest. Delaying the
effective date would be contrary to the
rule’s objectives of ensuring safety of
life on the navigable waters and
protection of persons and vessels near
the event.

III. Legal Authority and Need for Rule

The Coast Guard is issuing this rule
under authority in 33 U.S.C. 1231. The
Captain of the Port Buffalo (COTP) has
determined that a large scale swimming
event on a navigable waterway will pose
a significant risk to participants and the
boating public. This rule is needed to
protect personnel, vessels, and the
marine environment in the navigable
waters within the safety zone while the

Lake Erie Open Water Swim is
happening.

IV. Discussion of the Rule

This rule establishes a safety zone
from 6:45 a.m. through 10:15 a.m. on
July 15, 2017. The safety zone will
encompass all waters of Lake Erie,
Cleveland, OH south of a line drawn
between positions 41°29’30” N.,
081°44’21” W. and 41°29’21” N.,
081°45°04” W. (NAD 83) to the shore. No
vessel or person will be permitted to
enter the safety zone without obtaining
permission from the COTP or a
designated representative. The Captain
of the Port or his designated
representative may be contacted via
VHF Channel 16.

V. Regulatory Analyses

We developed this rule after
considering numerous statutes and
Executive Orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on a number of these statutes and
Executive Orders, and we discuss First
Amendment rights of protestors.

A. Regulatory Planning and Review

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
direct agencies to assess the costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Executive Order 13771 directs agencies
to control regulatory costs through a
budgeting process. This rule has not
been designated a “‘significant
regulatory action,” under Executive
Order 12866. Accordingly, this rule has
not been reviewed by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), and
pursuant to OMB guidance it is exempt
from the requirements of Executive
Order 13771.

We conclude that this rule is not a
significant regulatory action because we
anticipate that it will have minimal
impact on the economy, will not
interfere with other agencies, will not
adversely alter the budget of any grant
or loan recipients, and will not raise any
novel legal or policy issues. The safety
zone created by this rule will be
relatively small and enforced for a
relatively short time. Also, the safety
zone is designed to minimize its impact
on navigable waters. Furthermore, the
safety zone has been designed to allow
vessels to transit around it. Thus,
restrictions on vessel movement within
that particular area are expected to be
minimal. Under certain conditions,
moreover, vessels may still transit
through the safety zone when permitted
by the Captain of the Port.


http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
https://www.myboeingfleet.com
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:ryan.s.junod@uscg.mil

Federal Register/Vol

. 82, No. 135/Monday, July 17, 2017 /Rules and Regulations

32633

B. Impact on Small Entities

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to consider
the potential impact of regulations on
small entities during rulemaking. The
term ‘“‘small entities”” comprises small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations of less than 50,000.

The Coast Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C.

605(b) that this rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

While some owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit the safety
zone may be small entities, for the
reasons stated in section V.A above, this
rule will not have a significant
economic impact on any vessel owner
or operator.

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104—121),
we want to assist small entities in
understanding this rule. If the rule
would affect your small business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact the person
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1-
888—REG—FAIR (1-888-734—-3247). The
Coast Guard will not retaliate against
small entities that question or complain
about this rule or any policy or action
of the Coast Guard.

C. Collection of Information

This rule will not call for a new
collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

D. Federalism and Indian Tribal
Governments

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of

power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. We have
analyzed this rule under that Order and
have determined that it is consistent
with the fundamental federalism
principles and preemption requirements
described in Executive Order 13132.

Also, this rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes. If you
believe this rule has implications for
federalism or Indian tribes, please
contact the person listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section
above.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or
more in any one year. Though this rule
will not result in such an expenditure,
we do discuss the effects of this rule
elsewhere in this preamble.

F. Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Management Directive 023—01 and
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guide the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321—4370f), and have
determined that this action is one of a
category of actions that do not
individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the human
environment. This rule involves a safety
zone lasting 3 and a half hours that will
prohibit vessels from entering the area
designated for this event. It is
categorically excluded from further
review under paragraph 34(g) of Figure
2-1 of the Commandant Instruction. A
Record of Environmental Consideration
(REC) supporting this determination is
available in the docket where indicated
in the ADDRESSES section of this
preamble.

G. Protest Activities

The Coast Guard respects the First
Amendment rights of protesters.
Protesters are asked to contact the

person listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section to
coordinate protest activities so that your
message can be received without
jeopardizing the safety or security of
people, places or vessels.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

m 1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, and 160.5;
Department of Homeland Security Delegation
No. 0170.1.

m 2. Add § 165.T09-0675 to read as
follows:

§165.T09-0675 Safety Zone; 28th Annual
Lake Erie Open Water Swim; Lake Erie,
Cleveland, OH.

(a) Location. The safety zone will
encompass all waters of Lake Erie,
Cleveland, OH south of a line drawn
between positions 41°29’30” N.,
081°4421” W., and 41°29'21” N.,
081°45’04” W., (NAD 83) to the shore.

(b) Effective and Enforcement Period.
This regulation is effective and will be
enforced on July 15, 2017 from 6:45 a.m.
until 10:15 a.m.

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with
the general regulations in § 165.23, entry
into, transiting, or anchoring within this
safety zone is prohibited unless
authorized by the Captain of the Port
Buffalo or his designated on-scene
representative.

(2) This safety zone is closed to all
vessel traffic, except as may be
permitted by the Captain of the Port
Buffalo or his designated on-scene
representative.

(3) The “on-scene representative” of
the Captain of the Port Buffalo is any
Coast Guard commissioned, warrant or
petty officer who has been designated
by the Captain of the Port Buffalo to act
on his behalf.

(4) Vessel operators desiring to enter
or operate within the safety zone shall
contact the Captain of the Port Buffalo
or his on-scene representative to obtain
permission to do so. The Captain of the
Port Buffalo or his on-scene
representative may be contacted via
VHF Channel 16. Vessel operators given
permission to enter or operate in the
safety zone must comply with all
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directions given to them by the Captain
of the Port Buffalo, or his on-scene
representative.

Dated: July 11, 2017.
Joseph S. Dufresne,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port Buffalo.

[FR Doc. 2017-14902 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165
[Docket Number USCG-2017-0581]

RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zone; Lake Michigan, Calumet
Harbor, Chicago, IL

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing two temporary safety zones
on Lake Michigan in Calumet Harbor, in
Chicago, IL. This action is necessary and
intended to ensure safety of life on the
navigable waters of the United States
immediately prior to, during, and after
a lakebed rock removal operation
involving explosives. Entry of vessels or
persons into these zones is prohibited
unless specifically authorized by the
Captain of the Port Lake Michigan.

DATES: This rule is effective from
midnight on August 1, 2017 through
midnight on December 16, 2017.

ADDRESSES: To view documents
mentioned in this preamble as being
available in the docket, go to http://
www.regulations.gov, type USCG-2017—
0581 in the “SEARCH” box and click
“SEARCH.” Click on Open Docket
Folder on the line associated with this
rule.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions about this rule, call
or email LT John Ramos, Marine Safety
Unit Chicago, U.S. Coast Guard;
telephone (630) 986—2155, email D09-
DG-MSUChicago-Waterways@uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Table of Abbreviations

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

DHS Department of Homeland Security
FR Federal Register

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking
§ Section

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Background Information and
Regulatory History

The Coast Guard is issuing this
temporary rule without prior notice and
opportunity to comment pursuant to
authority under section 4(a) of the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA) (5
U.S.C. 553(b)). This provision
authorizes an agency to issue a rule
without prior notice and opportunity to
comment when the agency for good
cause finds that those procedures are
“impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary
to public interest.” Under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(B), the Coast Guard finds that
good cause exists for not publishing a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
with respect to this rule because doing
so would be impracticable. The Coast
Guard did not receive the final details
for this event until there was
insufficient time remaining before the
event to publish a NPRM. Delaying the
effective date of this rule to wait for a
comment period to run would be
impracticable because it would inhibit
the Coast Guard’s ability to protect the
public and vessels from the hazards
associated with a lakebed rock removal
operation from August 1, 2017 through
December 15, 2017.

We are issuing this rule, and under 5
U.S.C. 553(d)(3), the Coast Guard finds
that good cause exists for making this
temporary rule effective less than 30
days after publication in the Federal
Register. For the same reasons
discussed in the preceding paragraph,
waiting for a 30 day notice period to run
would be impracticable.

III. Legal Authority and Need for Rule

The legal basis for the rule is the
Coast Guard’s authority to establish
safety zones: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 33 CFR
1.05—1, 160.5; Department of Homeland
Security Delegation No. 0170.1.

From August 1, 2017 through
December 15, 2017, a rock removal
operation involving explosives will take
place on Lake Michigan in Calumet
Harbor, in Chicago, IL. The Captain of
the Port Lake Michigan has determined
that the lakebed rock removal operation
will pose a significant risk to public
safety and property. Such hazards
include detonation of explosive material
and a change in the depth of water for
a small period of time.

IV. Discussion of the Rule

With the aforementioned hazards in
mind, the Captain of the Port Lake
Michigan has determined that two
temporary safety zones are necessary to
ensure the safety of the public during
the rock removal operation on Lake
Michigan in Calumet Harbor. Safety

zone one will be enforced from
midnight on August 1, 2017 through
midnight on December 16, 2017. Safety
zone one will encompass all waters of
Lake Michigan in Chicago, IL, bounded
by a line drawn from the Calumet
Harbor Entrance South Side Light at
41°44.1348" N., 087°30.3790" W. then
southwest to 41°43.8568" N.,
087°30.6587" W. then southeast to
41°43.5801" N., 087°30.2830" W. then
east to the Calumet Harbor Breakwater
South End Light at 41°43.5619’ N.,
087°29.6016” W. (NAD 83). Safety zone
two will be enforced intermittently from
midnight on August 1, 2017 through
midnight on December 16, 2017. Safety
zone two will encompass all waters of
Lake Michigan in Chicago, IL, within a
2000 foot radius from 41°43.6665" N.,
087°30.3805” W. (NAD 83).

Entry into, transiting, or anchoring
within the safety zones is prohibited
unless authorized by the Captain of the
Port Lake Michigan, or a designated on-
scene representative. The Captain of the
Port or a designated on-scene
representative may be contacted via
VHF Channel 16.

V. Regulatory Analyses

We developed this rule after
considering numerous statutes and
Executive orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on a number of these statutes and
Executive orders, and we discuss First
Amendment rights of protestors.

A. Regulatory Planning and Review

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
direct agencies to assess the costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Executive Order 13563 emphasizes the
importance of quantifying both costs
and benefits, of reducing costs, of
harmonizing rules, and of promoting
flexibility. Executive Order 13771
(“Reducing Regulation and Controlling
Regulatory Costs”), directs agencies to
reduce regulation and control regulatory
costs and provides that “for every one
new regulation issued, at least two prior
regulations be identified for elimination,
and that the cost of planned regulations
be prudently managed and controlled
through a budgeting process.” This rule
has not been designated a “significant
regulatory action,” under Executive
Order 12866. Accordingly, it has not
been reviewed by the Office of
Management and Budget.

As this rule is not a significant
regulatory action, this rule is exempt
from the requirements of Executive
Order 13771. See OMB’s Memorandum
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titled “Interim Guidance Implementing
Section 2 of the Executive Order of
January 30, 2017 titled ‘Reducing
Regulation and Controlling Regulatory
Costs’” (February 2, 2017).

We conclude that this rule is not a
significant regulatory action because we
anticipate that it will have minimal
impact on the economy, will not
interfere with other agencies, will not
adversely alter the budget of any grant
or loan recipients, and will not raise any
novel legal or policy issues. The two
safety zones created by this rule will be
relatively small and safety zone two will
be enforced intermittently only for short
periods of time. Under certain
conditions, moreover, vessels may still
transit through the safety zones when
permitted by the Captain of the Port.

B. Impact on Small Entities

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to consider
the potential impact of regulations on
small entities during rulemaking. The
term ‘“‘small entities” comprises small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations of less than 50,000.
The Coast Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C.
605(b) that this rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601-612), we have considered
the impact of this temporary rule on
small entities. This rule will affect the
following entities, some of which might
be small entities: The owners or
operators of vessels intending to transit
on a portion of Lake Michigan in
Calumet Harbor from midnight August
1, 2017 through midnight December 16,
2017.

These safety zones will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities for
the reasons cited in the Regulatory
Planning and Review section.
Additionally, before the enforcement of
the zones, we will issue local Broadcast
Notice to Mariners and Local Notice to
Mariners so vessel owners and operators
can plan accordingly.

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
we want to assist small entities in
understanding this rule. If the rule
would affect your small business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact the person

listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1-
888—REG-FAIR (1-888—734-3247). The
Coast Guard will not retaliate against
small entities that question or complain
about this rule or any policy or action
of the Coast Guard.

C. Collection of Information

This rule will not call for a new
collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

D. Federalism and Indian Tribal
Governments

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. We have
analyzed this rule under that Order and
have determined that it is consistent
with the fundamental federalism
principles and preemption requirements
described in Executive Order 13132.

Also, this rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes. If you
believe this rule has implications for
federalism or Indian tribes, please
contact the person listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section
above.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or

more in any one year. Though this rule
will not result in such an expenditure,
we do discuss the effects of this rule
elsewhere in this preamble.

F. Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Management Directive 023—01 and
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guide the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and have
determined that this action is one of a
category of actions that do not
individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the human
environment. This rule involves the
establishment of two safety zones for a
lakebed rock removal operation
involving explosives on Lake Michigan
in Calumet Harbor, in Chicago, IL. It is
categorically excluded from further
review under paragraph 34(g) of Figure
2-1 of the Commandant Instruction. A
Record of Environmental Consideration
(REC) supporting this determination is
available in the docket where indicated
in the ADDRESSES section of this
preamble. We seek any comments or
information that may lead to the
discovery of a significant environmental
impact from this rule.

G. Protest Activities

The Coast Guard respects the First
Amendment rights of protesters.
Protesters are asked to contact the
person listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section to
coordinate protest activities so that your
message can be received without
jeopardizing the safety or security of
people, places or vessels.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR parts 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

m 1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, and 160.5;

Department of Homeland Security Delegation
No. 0170.1.

m 2. Add § 165.T09-0581 to read as
follows:
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§165.T09-0581 Safety Zone; Lake
Michigan, Calumet Harbor, Chicago, IL.

(a) Location. Safety zone one; all
navigable waters of Lake Michigan
bounded by a line drawn from the
Calumet Harbor Entrance South Side
Light at 41°44.1348’ N., 087°30.3790" W.
then southwest to 41°43.8568" N.,
087°30.6587” W. then southeast to
41°43.5801" N., 087°30.2830" W. then
east to the Calumet Harbor Breakwater
South End Light at 41°43.5619" N.,
087°29.6016" W. (NAD 83). Safety zone
two; all navigable waters of Lake
Michigan within a 2000 foot radius from
41°43.6665" N., 087°30.3805" W. (NAD
83).

Enforcement period. This rule will be
enforced from midnight on August 1,
2017 through midnight on December 16,
2017 for safety zone one. Safety zone
two will be enforced intermittently from
midnight on August 1, 2017 through
midnight on December 16, 2017.

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with
the general regulations in § 165.23 of
this part, entry into, transiting, or
anchoring within these safety zones is
prohibited unless authorized by the
Captain of the Port Lake Michigan or a
designated on-scene representative.

(2) These safety zones are closed to all
vessel traffic, except as may be
permitted by the Captain of the Port
Lake Michigan or a designated on-scene
representative.

(3) The “on-scene representative” of
the Captain of the Port Lake Michigan
is any Coast Guard commissioned,
warrant or petty officer who has been
designated by the Captain of the Port
Lake Michigan to act on his or her
behalf.

(4) Vessel operators desiring to enter
or operate within the safety zones shall
contact the Captain of the Port Lake
Michigan or an on-scene representative
to obtain permission to do so. The
Captain of the Port Lake Michigan or an
on-scene representative may be
contacted via VHF Channel 16. Vessel
operators given permission to enter or
operate in the safety zones must comply
with all directions given to them by the
Captain of the Port Lake Michigan, or an
on-scene representative.

Dated: July 11, 2017.
Amy B. Cocanour,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port, Lake Michigan.

[FR Doc. 2017-14904 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION
39 CFR Part 3020
[Docket Nos. MC2010-21 and CP2010-36]

Update to Competitive Product List

AGENCY: Postal Regulatory Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission is updating
the competitive product list. This action
reflects a publication policy adopted by
Commission order. The referenced
policy assumes periodic updates. The
updates are identified in the body of
this document. The competitive product
list, which is re-published in its
entirety, includes these updates.
DATES:

Effective Date: July 17, 2017.

Applicability Dates: April 5, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 299 (MC2017-100
and CP2017-147); April 5, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 300 (MC2017-101
and CP2017-148); April 5, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 301 (MC2017-102
and CP2017-149); April 5, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 302 (MC2017-103
and CP2017-150); April 5, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 303 (MC2017-104
and CP2017-151); April 17, 2017,
Priority Mail Express Contract 46
(MC2017-106 and CP2017-153); Aprﬂ
17, 2017, Priority Mail Contract 304
(MC2017-107 and CP2017-154); April
17, 2017, Priority Mail Express, Priority
Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 16 (MC2017-108 and CP2017—-
155); April 17, 2017, First Class Package
Service Contract 75 (MC2017—109 and
CP2017-156); April 19, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 305 (MC2017-110 and
CP2017-158); April 19, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 306 (MC2017-111 and
CP2017-159); April 19, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 307 (MC2017-112 and
CP2017-160); April 19, 2017, Priority
Mail Express & Priority Mail Contract 45
(MC2017-113 and CP2017-161); April
20, 2017, Global Expedited Package
Services (GEPS)—Non-Published Rates
12 (MC2017-105 and CP2017-152);
April 25, 2017, Priority Mail Express &
Priority Mail Contract 46 (MC2017-114
and CP2017-165); April 25, 2017, First-
Class Package Service Contract 76
(MC2017-117 and CP2017-168); Apri]
25, 2017, Priority Mail Contract 308
(MC2017-115 and CP2017-166); April
25, 2017, Priority Mail Contract 309
(MC2017-116 and CP2017-167); April
25, 2017, Priority Mail Contract 47
(MC2017-118 and CP2017-169); May 1,
2017, Priority Mail Contract 310
(MC2017-119 and CP2017-170); May 1,
2017, Priority Mail Contract 311
(MC2017-120 and CP2017-171); May 1,
2017, Priority Mail Contract 312

(MC2017-121 and CP2017-172); May 4,
2017, Priority Mail Contract 313
(MC2017-122 and CP2017-173); May 4,
2017, Priority Mail Express & Priority
Mail Contract 47 (MC2017-123 and
CP2017-174); May 9, 2017, Priority Mail
Contract 314 (MC2017-124 and
CP2017-176); May 9, 2017, Priority Mail
Express, Priority Mail & First-Class
Package Service Contract 17 (MC2017—
125 and CP2017-177); May 10, 2017,
Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 48 (MC2017-126 and CP2017—-
179); May 15, 2017, Priority Mail
Contract 315 (MC2017-127 and
CP2017-180); May 15, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 316 (MC2017-128 and
CP2017-181); May 16, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 317 (MC2017-129 and
CP2017-182); May 18, 2017, Priority
Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-Class
Package Service Contract 18 (MC2017—
131 and CP2017-185); May 18, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 318 (MC2017-130
and CP2017-184); May 23, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 319 (MC2017-133
and CP2017-188); May 23, 2017,
Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail &
First-Class Package Service Contract 19
(MC2017-132 and CP2017-187); May
30, 2017, Priority Mail Contract 320
(MC2017-134 and CP2017-191); May
30, 2017, First-Class Package Service
Contract 77 (MC2017-135 and CP2017—-
192); May 31, 2017, Priority Mail
Contract 321 (MC2017-136 and
CP2017-194); May 31, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 322 (MC2017-137 and
CP2017-195); June 9, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 323 (MC2017-138 and
CP2017-196); June 13, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 324 (MC2017-139 and
CP2017-198); June 13, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 325 (MC2017-140 and
CP2017-199); June 13, 2017, Priority
Mail Contract 326 (MC2017-141 and
CP2017-200); June 13, 2017, Priority
Mail Express Contract 48 (MC2017-142
and CP2017-201); June 14, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 327 (MC2017-143
and CP2017-202); June 20, 2017,
Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 49 (MC2017-147 and CP2017-
206); June 20, 2017, Priority Mail &
First-Class Package Service Contract 43
(MC2017-144 and CP2017-203); June
20, 2017, Priority Mail & First-Class
Package Service Contract 44 (MC2017—-
145 and CP2017-204); June 20, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 328 (MC2017-146
and CP2017-205); June 26, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 329 (MC2017-150
and CP2017-211); June 26, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 330 (MC2017-151
and CP2017-212); June 26, 2017,
Priority Mail & First-Class Package
Service Contract 45 (MC2017-148 and
CP2017-209); June 26, 2017, Priority
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Mail Express Contract 49 (MC2017-149
and CP2017-210); June 30, 2017,
Priority Mail Contract 331 (MC2017-152
and CP2017-215); June 30, 2017,
Priority Mail & First-Class Package
Service Contract 46 (MC2017-153 and
CP2017-216).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David A. Trissell, General Counsel, at
202-789-6800.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
document identifies updates to the
competitive product list, which appears
as 39 CFR Appendix B to Subpart A of
part 3020—Competitive Product List.
Publication of the updated product list
in the Federal Register is addressed in
the Postal Accountability and
Enhancement Act (PAEA) of 2006.

Authorization. The Commission
process for periodic publication of
updates was established in Docket Nos.
MC2010-21 and CP2010-36, Order No.
445, April 22, 2010, at 8.

Changes. The competitive product list
is being updated by publishing a
replacement in its entirety of 39 CFR
Appendix B to Subpart A of part 3020—
Competitive Product List. The following
products are being added, removed, or
moved within the competitive product
list:

1. Priority Mail Contract 299
(MC2017-100 and CP2017-147) (Order
No. 3843), added April 5, 2017.

2. Priority Mail Contract 300
(MC2017-101 and CP2017-148) (Order
No. 3844), added April 5, 2017.

3. Priority Mail Contract 301
(MC2017-102 and CP2017-149) (Order
No. 3845), added April 5, 2017.

4. Priority Mail Contract 302
(MC2017-103 and CP2017-150) (Order
No. 3846), added April 5, 2017.

5. Priority Mail Contract 303
(MC2017-104 and CP2017-151) (Order
No. 3847), added April 5, 2017.

6. Priority Mail Express Contract 46
(MC2017-106 and CP2017-153) (Order
No. 3854), added April 17, 2017.

7. Priority Mail Contract 304
(MC2017-107 and CP2017-154) (Order
No. 3855), added April 17, 2017.

8. Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail
& First-Class Package Service Contract
16 (MC2017-108 and CP2017-155)
(Order No. 3856), added April 17, 2017.

9. First-Class Package Service
Contract 75 (MC2017-109 and CP2017-
156) (Order No. 3857), added April 17,
2017.

10. Priority Mail Contract 305
(MC2017-110 and CP2017-158) (Order
No. 3859), added April 19, 2017.

11. Priority Mail Contract 306
(MC2017-111 and CP2017-159) (Order
No. 3860), added April 19, 2017.

12. Priority Mail Contract 307
(MGC2017-112 and CP2017-160) (Order
No. 3861), added April 19, 2017.

13. Priority Mail Express & Priority
Mail Contract 45 (MC2017-113 and
CP2017-161) (Order No. 3862), added
April 19, 2017.

14. Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 12
(MC2017-105 and CP2017-152) (Order
No. 3865), added April 20, 2017.

15. Priority Mail Express & Priority
Mail Contract 46 (MC2017—-114 and
CP2017-165) (Order No. 3869), added
April 25, 2017.

16. First-Class Package Service
Contract 76 (MC2017-117 and CP2017—
168) (Order No. 3871), added April 25,
2017.

17. Priority Mail Contract 308
(MC2017-115 and CP2017-166) (Order
No. 3873), added April 25, 2017.

18. Priority Mail Contract 309
(MC2017-116 and CP2017-167) (Order
No. 3874), added April 25, 2017.

19. Priority Mail Express Contract 47
(MC2017-118 and CP2017-169) (Order
No. 3875), added April 25, 2017.

20. Priority Mail Contract 310
(MC2017-119 and CP2017-170) (Order
No. 3881), added May 1, 2017.

21. Priority Mail Contract 311
(MC2017-120 and CP2017-171) (Order
No. 3882), added May 1, 2017.

22. Priority Mail Contract 312
(MC2017-121 and CP2017-172) (Order
No. 3883), added May 1, 2017.

23. Priority Mail Contract 313
(MC2017-122 and CP2017-173) (Order
No. 3885), added May 4, 2017.

24. Priority Mail Express & Priority
Mail Contract 47 (MC2017-123 and
CP2017-174) (Order No. 3886), added
May 4, 2017.

25. Priority Mail Contract 314
(MC2017-124 and CP2017-176) (Order
No. 3891), added May 9, 2017.

26. Priority Mail Express, Priority
Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 17 (MC2017-125 and CP2017—
177) (Order No. 3892), added May 9,
2017.

27. Priority Mail Express & Priority
Mail Contract 48 (MC2017-126 and
CP2017-179) (Order No. 3894), added
May 10, 2017.

28. Priority Mail Contract 315
(MC2017-127 and CP2017-180) (Order
No. 3898), added May 15, 2017.

29. Priority Mail Contract 316
(MC2017-128 and CP2017-181) (Order
No. 3899), added May 15, 2017.

30. Priority Mail Contract 317
(MG2017-129 and CP2017-182) (Order
No. 3901), added May 16, 2017.

31. Priority Mail Express, Priority
Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 18 (MC2017-131 and CP2017-
185) (Order No. 3902), added May 18,
2017.

32. Priority Mail Contract 318
(MC2017-130 and CP2017-184) (Order
No. 3904), added May 18, 2017.

33. Priority Mail Contract 319
(MC2017-133 and CP2017-188) (Order
No. 3910), added May 23, 2017.

34. Priority Mail Express, Priority
Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 19 (MC2017-132 and CP2017-
187) (Order No. 3911), added May 23,
2017.

35. Priority Mail Contract 320
(MC2017-134 and CP2017-191) (Order
No. 3921), added May 30, 2017.

36. First-Class Package Service
Contract 77 (MC2017-135 and CP2017—-
192) (Order No. 3922), added May 30,
2017.

37. Priority Mail Contract 321
(MC2017-136 and CP2017-194) (Order
No. 3924), added May 31, 2017.

38. Priority Mail Contract 322
(MC2017-137 and CP2017-195) (Order
No. 3925), added May 31, 2017.

39. Priority Mail Contract 323
(MC2017-138 and CP2017-196) (Order
No. 3948), added June 9, 2017.

40. Priority Mail Contract 324
(MC2017-139 and CP2017-198) (Order
No. 3955), added June 13, 2017.

41. Priority Mail Contract 325
(MC2017-140 and CP2017-199) (Order
No. 3956), added June 13, 2017.

42. Priority Mail Contract 326
(MC2017-141 and CP2017-200) (Order
No. 3957), added June 13, 2017.

43. Priority Mail Express Contract 48
(MC2017-142 and CP2017-201) (Order
No. 3958), added June 13, 2017.

44. Priority Mail Contract 327
(MC2017-143 and CP2017-202) (Order
No. 3961), added June 14, 2017.

45. Priority Mail Express & Priority
Mail Contract 49 (MC2017-147 and
CP2017-206) (Order No. 3966), added
June 20, 2017.

46. Priority Mail & First-Class Package
Service Contract 43 (MC2017-144 and
CP2017-203) (Order No. 3967), added
June 20, 2017.

47. Priority Mail & First-Class Package
Service Contract 44 (MC2017-145 and
CP2017-204) (Order No. 3968), added
June 20, 2017.

48. Priority Mail Contract 328
(MC2017-146 and CP2017-205) (Order
No. 3969), added June 20, 2017.

49. Priority Mail Contract 329
(MC2017-150 and CP2017-211) (Order
No. 3977), added June 26, 2017.

50. Priority Mail Contract 330
(MC2017-151 and CP2017-212) (Order
No. 3978), added June 26, 2017.

51. Priority Mail & First-Class Package
Service Contract 45 (MC2017-148 and
CP2017-209) (Order No. 3980), added
June 26, 2017.

52. Priority Mail Express Contract 49
(MC2017-149 and CP2017-210) (Order
No. 3981), added June 26, 2017.
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53. Priority Mail Contract 331
(MC2017-152 and CP2017-215) (Order
No. 3986), added June 30, 2017.

54. Priority Mail & First-Class Package
Service Contract 46 (MC2017-153 and
CP2017-216) (Order No. 3987), added
June 30, 2017.

The following negotiated service
agreements have expired, or have been
terminated early, and are being deleted
from the Competitive Product List:

1. Priority Mail Contract 59 (MC2013—
52 and CP2013-66) (Order No. 1759).

2. Priority Mail Contract 183
(MC2016—67 and CP2016—-82) (Order
No. 2988).

3. Priority Mail Contract 228
(MC2016-157 and CP2016-228) (Order
No. 3415).

4. Priority Mail Contract 214
(MC2016-131 and CP2016-167) (Order
No. 3419).

5. Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail
& First-Class Package Service Contract 2
(MC2014—-22 and CP2014-37) (Order
No. 2034).

Updated product list. The referenced
changes to the competitive product list
are incorporated into 39 CFR Appendix
B to Subpart A of part 3020—
Competitive Product List.

List of Subjects in 39 CFR Part 3020

Administrative practice and
procedure, Postal Service.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Postal Regulatory
Commission amends chapter III of title
39 of the Code of Federal Regulations as
follows:

PART 3020—PRODUCT LISTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 3020
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 39 U.S.C. 503; 3622; 3631;
3642; 3682.

m 2. Revise Appendix B to Subpart A of
part 3020—Competitive Product List to
read as follows:

Appendix B to Subpart A of Part 3020—
Competitive Product List

(An asterisk (*) indicates an organizational
class or group, not a Postal Service product.)

Domestic Products*

Priority Mail Express
Priority Mail

Parcel Select

Parcel Return Service
First-Class Package Service
USPS Retail Ground

International Products*

Outbound International Expedited Services
Inbound Parcel Post (at UPU rates)
Outbound Priority Mail International
International Priority Airmail (IPA)
International Surface Air List (ISAL)
International Direct Sacks—M-Bags

Outbound Single-Piece First-Class Package

International Service
Negotiated Service Agreements*

Domestic*

Priority Mail Express Contract 16
Priority Mail Express Contract 19
Priority Mail Express Contract 20
Priority Mail Express Contract 21
Priority Mail Express Contract 23
Priority Mail Express Contract 26
Priority Mail Express Contract 27
Priority Mail Express Contract 28
Priority Mail Express Contract 29
Priority Mail Express Contract 30
Priority Mail Express Contract 31
Priority Mail Express Contract 32
Priority Mail Express Contract 34
Priority Mail Express Contract 35
Priority Mail Express Contract 36
Priority Mail Express Contract 37
Priority Mail Express Contract 38
Priority Mail Express Contract 39
Priority Mail Express Contract 40
Priority Mail Express Contract 41
Priority Mail Express Contract 42
Priority Mail Express Contract 43
Priority Mail Express Contract 44
Priority Mail Express Contract 45
Priority Mail Express Contract 46
Priority Mail Express Contract 47
Priority Mail Express Contract 48
Priority Mail Express Contract 49
Parcel Return Service Contract 5

Parcel Return Service Contract 6

Parcel Return Service Contract 7

Parcel Return Service Contract 8

Parcel Return Service Contract 9

Parcel Return Service Contract 10

Priority Mail Contract 77
Priority Mail Contract 78
Priority Mail Contract 80
Priority Mail Contract 81
Priority Mail Contract 82
Priority Mail Contract 85
Priority Mail Contract 87
Priority Mail Contract 88
Priority Mail Contract 90
Priority Mail Contract 92
Priority Mail Contract 93
Priority Mail Contract 94
Priority Mail Contract 95
Priority Mail Contract 96
Priority Mail Contract 98
Priority Mail Contract 99
Priority Mail Contract 104
Priority Mail Contract 106
Priority Mail Contract 107
Priority Mail Contract 110
Priority Mail Contract 111
Priority Mail Contract 113
Priority Mail Contract 115
Priority Mail Contract 117
Priority Mail Contract 119
Priority Mail Contract 121
Priority Mail Contract 123
Priority Mail Contract 125
Priority Mail Contract 126
Priority Mail Contract 127
Priority Mail Contract 130
Priority Mail Contract 131
Priority Mail Contract 132
Priority Mail Contract 133
Priority Mail Contract 134
Priority Mail Contract 136
Priority Mail Contract 137
Priority Mail Contract 138

Priority Mail Gontract 140
Priority Mail Contract 141
Priority Mail Contract 144
Priority Mail Contract 145
Priority Mail Contract 146
Priority Mail Contract 148
Priority Mail Contract 149
Priority Mail Contract 150
Priority Mail Contract 152
Priority Mail Contract 153
Priority Mail Contract 154
Priority Mail Contract 155
Priority Mail Contract 156
Priority Mail Contract 157
Priority Mail Contract 158
Priority Mail Gontract 159
Priority Mail Gontract 160
Priority Mail Contract 161
Priority Mail Contract 163
Priority Mail Contract 164
Priority Mail Contract 166
Priority Mail Contract 167
Priority Mail Contract 168
Priority Mail Contract 169
Priority Mail Contract 170
Priority Mail Contract 171
Priority Mail Contract 172
Priority Mail Contract 174
Priority Mail Contract 175
Priority Mail Contract 176
Priority Mail Contract 177
Priority Mail Contract 178
Priority Mail Contract 179
Priority Mail Contract 180
Priority Mail Contract 181
Priority Mail Contract 185
Priority Mail Contract 186
Priority Mail Contract 188
Priority Mail Contract 189
Priority Mail Contract 190
Priority Mail Contract 191
Priority Mail Contract 192
Priority Mail Contract 193
Priority Mail Contract 194
Priority Mail Contract 195
Priority Mail Contract 196
Priority Mail Contract 197
Priority Mail Contract 198
Priority Mail Contract 199
Priority Mail Contract 200
Priority Mail Contract 201
Priority Mail Contract 202
Priority Mail Contract 203
Priority Mail Contract 204
Priority Mail Contract 205
Priority Mail Contract 206
Priority Mail Contract 207
Priority Mail Contract 208
Priority Mail Contract 209
Priority Mail Contract 210
Priority Mail Contract 211
Priority Mail Contract 212
Priority Mail Contract 213
Priority Mail Contract 215
Priority Mail Contract 216
Priority Mail Contract 217
Priority Mail Contract 218
Priority Mail Contract 219
Priority Mail Contract 220
Priority Mail Contract 221
Priority Mail Contract 222
Priority Mail Contract 223
Priority Mail Contract 224
Priority Mail Contract 225
Priority Mail Contract 226
Priority Mail Contract 227
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Priority Mail Gontract 229
Priority Mail Gontract 230
Priority Mail Contract 231
Priority Mail Contract 232
Priority Mail Contract 233
Priority Mail Contract 234
Priority Mail Contract 235
Priority Mail Contract 236
Priority Mail Contract 237
Priority Mail Contract 238
Priority Mail Contract 239
Priority Mail Contract 240
Priority Mail Contract 241
Priority Mail Contract 242
Priority Mail Contract 243
Priority Mail Gontract 244
Priority Mail Contract 245
Priority Mail Contract 246
Priority Mail Contract 247
Priority Mail Contract 248
Priority Mail Contract 249
Priority Mail Gontract 250
Priority Mail Contract 251
Priority Mail Contract 252
Priority Mail Contract 253
Priority Mail Gontract 254
Priority Mail Contract 255
Priority Mail Gontract 256
Priority Mail Contract 257
Priority Mail Gontract 258
Priority Mail Contract 259
Priority Mail Gontract 260
Priority Mail Contract 261
Priority Mail Contract 262
Priority Mail Contract 263
Priority Mail Gontract 264
Priority Mail Contract 265
Priority Mail Gontract 266
Priority Mail Contract 267
Priority Mail Gontract 268
Priority Mail Contract 269
Priority Mail Gontract 270
Priority Mail Contract 271
Priority Mail Contract 272
Priority Mail Contract 273
Priority Mail Gontract 274
Priority Mail Contract 275
Priority Mail Gontract 276
Priority Mail Contract 277
Priority Mail Gontract 278
Priority Mail Contract 279
Priority Mail Gontract 280
Priority Mail Contract 281
Priority Mail Contract 282
Priority Mail Contract 283
Priority Mail Gontract 284
Priority Mail Contract 285
Priority Mail Gontract 286
Priority Mail Contract 287
Priority Mail Gontract 288
Priority Mail Contract 289
Priority Mail Gontract 290
Priority Mail Contract 291
Priority Mail Contract 292
Priority Mail Contract 293
Priority Mail Gontract 294
Priority Mail Contract 295
Priority Mail Gontract 296
Priority Mail Contract 297
Priority Mail Gontract 298
Priority Mail Contract 299
Priority Mail Gontract 300
Priority Mail Contract 301
Priority Mail Contract 302
Priority Mail Contract 303
Priority Mail Gontract 304

Priority Mail Contract 305

Priority Mail Contract 306

Priority Mail Contract 307

Priority Mail Contract 308

Priority Mail Contract 309

Priority Mail Contract 310

Priority Mail Contract 311

Priority Mail Contract 312

Priority Mail Contract 313

Priority Mail Contract 314

Priority Mail Contract 315

Priority Mail Contract 316

Priority Mail Contract 317

Priority Mail Contract 318

Priority Mail Contract 319

Priority Mail Contract 320

Priority Mail Contract 321

Priority Mail Contract 322

Priority Mail Contract 323

Priority Mail Contract 324

Priority Mail Contract 325

Priority Mail Contract 326

Priority Mail Contract 327

Priority Mail Contract 328

Priority Mail Contract 329

Priority Mail Contract 330

Priority Mail Contract 331

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 10

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 12

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 13

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 17

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 18

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 19

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 20

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 21

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 22

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 23

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 24

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 25

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 27

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 28

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 29

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 30

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 31

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 32

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 33

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 34

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 35

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 36

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 37

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 38

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 39

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 40

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 41

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 42

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 43

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 44

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 45

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 46

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 47

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 48

Priority Mail Express & Priority Mail
Contract 49

Parcel Select & Parcel Return Service
Contract 3

Parcel Select & Parcel Return Service
Contract 5

Parcel Select & Parcel Return Service
Contract 6

Parcel Select Contract 2

Parcel Select Contract 8

Parcel Select Contract 9

Parcel Select Contract 10

Parcel Select Contract 11

Parcel Select Contract 12

Parcel Select Contract 13

Parcel Select Contract 14

Parcel Select Contract 15

Parcel Select Contract 16

Parcel Select Contract 17

Parcel Select Contract 18

Parcel Select Contract 19

Parcel Select Contract 20

Parcel Select Contract 21

Priority Mail—Non-Published Rates

Priority Mail—Non-Published Rates 1

First-Class Package Service Contract 36

First-Class Package Service Contract 37

First-Class Package Service Contract 38

First-Class Package Service Contract 39

First-Class Package Service Contract 40

First-Class Package Service Contract 41

First-Class Package Service Contract 42

First-Class Package Service Contract 43

First-Class Package Service Contract 44

First-Class Package Service Contract 45

First-Class Package Service Contract 46

First-Class Package Service Contract 47

First-Class Package Service Contract 48

First-Class Package Service Contract 49

First-Class Package Service Contract 50

First-Class Package Service Contract 51

First-Class Package Service Contract 52

First-Class Package Service Contract 53

First-Class Package Service Contract 54

First-Class Package Service Contract 55

First-Class Package Service Contract 57

First-Class Package Service Contract 59

First-Class Package Service Contract 60

First-Class Package Service Contract 61

First-Class Package Service Contract 62

First-Class Package Service Contract 63

First-Class Package Service Contract 64

First-Class Package Service Contract 65

First-Class Package Service Contract 66

First-Class Package Service Contract 67

First-Class Package Service Contract 68

First-Class Package Service Contract 69

First-Class Package Service Contract 70
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First-Class Package Service Contract 71

First-Class Package Service Contract 72

First-Class Package Service Contract 73

First-Class Package Service Contract 74

First-Class Package Service Contract 75

First-Class Package Service Contract 76

First-Class Package Service Contract 77

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 5

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 6

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 7

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 8

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 9

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 10

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 11

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 12

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 13

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 14

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 15

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 16

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 17

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 18

Priority Mail Express, Priority Mail & First-
Class Package Service Contract 19

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 2

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 4

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 6

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 7

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 8

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 9

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 10

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 11

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 13

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 15

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 16

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 17

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 18

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 19

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 20

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 21

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 22

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 23

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 24

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 25

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 26

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 27

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 28

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 29

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 30

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 31

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 32

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 33

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 34

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 35

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 36

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 37

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 38

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 39

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 40

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 41

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 42

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 43

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 44

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 45

Priority Mail & First-Class Package Service
Contract 46

Priority Mail & Parcel Select Contract 1

Priority Mail & Parcel Select Contract 2

Outbound International*

Global Expedited Package Services (GEPS)
Contracts

GEPS 3

GEPS 5

GEPS 6

GEPS 7

Global Bulk Economy (GBE) Contracts

Global Plus Contracts

Global Plus 1C

Global Plus 1D

Global Plus 2C

Global Plus 3

Global Reseller Expedited Package
Contracts

Global Reseller Expedited Package Services
1

Global Reseller Expedited Package Services
2

Global Reseller Expedited Package Services
3

Global Reseller Expedited Package Services
4

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 2

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 3

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 4

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 5

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 6

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 7

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 8

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 9

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 10

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 11

Global Expedited Package Services
(GEPS)—Non-Published Rates 12

Priority Mail International Regional Rate
Boxes—Non-Published Rates

Outbound Competitive International
Merchandise Return Service

Agreement with Royal Mail Group, Ltd.

Priority Mail International Regional Rate
Boxes Contracts

Priority Mail International Regional Rate
Boxes Contracts 1

Competitive International Merchandise
Return Service Agreements with Foreign
Postal Operators

Competitive International Merchandise
Return Service Agreements with Foreign
Postal Operators 1

Competitive International Merchandise
Return Service Agreements with Foreign
Postal Operators 2

Alternative Delivery Provider (ADP)
Contracts

ADP 1

Inbound International *

International Business Reply Service
(IBRS) Competitive Contracts

International Business Reply Service
Competitive Contract 1

International Business Reply Service
Competitive Contract 3

Inbound Direct Entry Contracts with
Customers

Inbound Direct Entry Contracts with
Foreign Postal Administrations

Inbound Direct Entry Contracts with
Foreign Postal Administrations

Inbound Direct Entry Contracts with
Foreign Postal Administrations 1

Inbound EMS

Inbound EMS 2

Inbound Air Parcel Post (at non-UPU rates)

Royal Mail Group Inbound Air Parcel Post
Agreement

Inbound Competitive Multi-Service
Agreements with Foreign Postal
Operators

Inbound Competitive Multi-Service
Agreements with Foreign Postal
Operators 1

Special Services*

Address Enhancement Services

Greeting Cards, Gift Cards, and Stationery

International Ancillary Services

International Money Transfer Service—
Outbound

International Money Transfer Service—
Inbound

Premium Forwarding Service

Shipping and Mailing Supplies

Post Office Box Service

Competitive Ancillary Services
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Nonpostal Services*

Advertising

Licensing of Intellectual Property other
than Officially Licensed Retail Products
(OLRP)

Mail Service Promotion

Officially Licensed Retail Products (OLRP)

Passport Photo Service

Photocopying Service

Rental, Leasing, Licensing or other Non-
Sale Disposition of Tangible Property

Training Facilities and Related Services

USPS Electronic Postmark (EPM) Program

Market Tests*

Customized Delivery

Global eCommerce Marketplace (GeM)
Stacy L. Ruble,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2017-14865 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7710-FW-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R03—-OAR-2016-0514; FRL-9964—-79—
Region 3]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Maryland; Removal of Clean Air
Interstate Rule Program Regulations
(CAIR) and Reference to CAIR, and
Amendments to Continuous Emission
Monitor (CEM) Reference

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is approving a July 7,
2016 state implementation plan (SIP)
revision submitted by the State of
Maryland. The July 7, 2016 SIP
submittal sought removal of a regulation
in its entirety from the approved
Maryland SIP which addressed
Maryland’s defunct Clean Air Interstate
Rule (CAIR) program and sought
removal from the SIP of additional
provisions which referenced Maryland’s
CAIR program in Maryland regulations
addressing general air quality
definitions and the control of emissions
from pulp mills in Maryland.
Additionally, the July 7, 2016 SIP
submittal included an amendment to a
Maryland regulation regarding the use
of continuous emission monitoring
(CEM) systems at Kraft pulp mill boilers
and combustion units in order to clarify
that CEM systems must meet
requirements beyond those only related
to certification. The July 7, 2016 SIP
submittal removing references to CAIR
in Maryland’s regulations satisfies
Maryland’s obligation pursuant to an

earlier rulemaking in which EPA
granted final conditional approval of
Maryland’s amended regulation
regarding the control of emissions from
Kraft pulp mills contingent upon
Maryland addressing the removal of
references to CAIR from its regulations
and SIP. Today’s action thus also
converts the prior conditional approval
of the pulp mill regulation to a full
approval. EPA’s approval of the
Maryland SIP is in accordance with the
requirements of the Clean Air Act (CAA)
and is under CAA authority.

DATES: This final rule is effective on
August 16, 2017.

ADDRESSES: EPA has established a
docket for this action under Docket ID
Number EPA-R03-OAR-2016-0514. All
documents in the docket are listed on
the http://www.regulations.gov Web
site. Although listed in the index, some
information is not publicly available,
e.g., confidential business information
(CBI) or other information whose
disclosure is restricted by statute.
Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, is not placed on
the Internet and will be publicly
available only in hard copy form.
Publicly available docket materials are
available through http://
www.regulations.gov or please contact
the person identified in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section for
additional availability information.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ellen Schmitt, (215) 814-5787, or by
email at schmitt.ellen@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

On April 28, 2017 (82 FR 19648), EPA
published a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPR) for the State of
Maryland. The NPR proposed to
approve Maryland’s July 7, 2016 SIP
submittal which sought removal of
Maryland’s CAIR program, in its
entirety from the Maryland SIP, as well
as the removal of references to CAIR
from other Maryland regulations in the
SIP. CAIR, a now superseded program,
was first promulgated in May 2005 to
help reduce interstate transport of ozone
and fine particulate matter (PM, s)
pollution in the eastern half of the
United States.? CAIR addressed both the
1997 ozone and PM; 5 national ambient
air quality standards (NAAQS) and
required 28 states, including Maryland,
to limit emissions of nitrogen oxides
(NOx) and sulfur dioxide (SO,).2

On December 23, 2008, CAIR was
remanded to EPA by the United States

170 FR 25172 (May 12, 2005).
280: is a precursor to PM; 5 formation, and NOx
is a precursor to both ozone and PM, s formation.

Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit (D.C. Circuit) in North
Carolina v. EPA, 531 F.3d 896 (D.C. Cir.
2008), modified on reh’g, 550 F.3d 1176.
The December 2008 D.C. Circuit ruling
allowed CAIR to remain in effect until

a new interstate transport rule
consistent with the Court’s opinion was
developed. In response to the remand of
CAIR, EPA promulgated the Cross State
Air Pollution Rule (CSAPR) on July 6,
2011.3 CSAPR, which reduced
emissions from electric generating units
(EGUs), addressed the 1997 8-hour
ozone NAAQS, the 1997 annual PM, 5
NAAQS, and the 2006 24-hour PM 5
NAAQS. The rule also contained
provisions that would end CAIR-related
obligations on a schedule coordinated
with the implementation of CSAPR
compliance requirements. CSAPR was
to become effective January 1, 2012;
however, the timing of CSAPR’s
implementation was impacted by a
number of court actions.#* On December
3, 2014 (79 FR 71663), in an interim
final rule, EPA updated the effective
date of CSAPR to January 1, 2015. Thus,
in accordance with this interim final
rule, the sunset date for CAIR was
December 31, 2014, and EPA began
implementing CSAPR on January 1,
2015.5

II. Summary of SIP Revision and EPA
Analysis

In the April 28, 2017 NPR, EPA
proposed approval of Maryland’s
request to remove Maryland’s CAIR
program, in its entirety, from the State’s
SIP as well as to remove references to
CAIR from other Maryland regulations
in the State’s SIP that relate to general
air quality definitions and to the control
of emissions from Kraft pulp mills in
the State. In this NPR, EPA also
proposed approval of amended Code of
Maryland Regulations (COMAR)
26.11.14.07D(1) which removed the
word “certified” from that subsection in
order to clarify that CEM systems from
Kraft pulp mill boilers and combustion
units must meet requirements for
monitoring and reporting emissions in
40 CFR part 75, subpart H and not just
“certification” requirements.

In addition, Maryland’s submission of
the amendments to COMAR 26.11.01.01
and COMAR 26.11.14 (to remove

376 FR 48208 (August 8, 2011).

4 A detailed summary of these court actions in the
United States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit (D.C. Circuit) and the United
States Supreme Court affecting CAIR and CSAPR
was provided in the Background section of the NPR
which is available online at www.regulations.gov,
Docket number EPA-R03-OAR-2016—-0514.

5 At the present time, CSAPR is implemented in
Maryland via a federal implementation plan (FIP).
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references to CAIR) was in response to
EPA’s conditional approval of a
previous Maryland SIP submittal.
Maryland SIP #14—04 was submitted on
October 8, 2014 for inclusion of a pulp
mill regulation in the Maryland SIP and
included amendments to COMAR
26.11.14—Control of Kraft Pulp Mills. In
a letter dated September 18, 2015, the
Maryland Department of the
Environment (MDE) committed to
removing references to CAIR, which had
sunset, through a SIP revision.® The
amendments to COMAR 26.11.01.01
and COMAR 26.11.14, provided by
Maryland’s July 7, 2016 SIP submittal,
complete the actions required by EPA’s
conditional approval of Maryland SIP
submittal #14-04. 81 FR 59486 (August
30, 2016). Pursuant to section 110(k) of
the CAA and as stated in the August 30,
2016 final conditional approval of
COMAR 26.11.14 for Maryland’s
October 8, 2014 SIP submittal, once EPA
determines that MDE has satisfied the
condition to remove references to CAIR,
EPA shall remove the conditional nature
of the August 30, 2016 approval and
COMAR 26.11.14 will receive full
approval status for the Maryland SIP.

In the NPR, EPA proposed to approve
Maryland’s request to remove Maryland
regulations addressing CAIR and
referring to CAIR from the approved
Maryland SIP and to approve the
revised COMAR regulation addressing
CEM requirements at Kraft pulp mills
because the removal strengthens the
Maryland SIP. This is considered a SIP
strengthening action as it removes a
moot program, CAIR, which was
replaced by CSAPR, a program that
yields at least equal or additional NOx
and SO; reductions to CAIR.

EPA proposed to approve the revision
to COMAR 26.11.14.07D(1) which
removed the word “certified” from the
regulation because the revision met
CAA section 110 requirements as the
revision was merely an administrative
action to make clear that CEMs at Kraft
pulp mills must meet all requirements
for monitoring and certification in 40
CFR part 75, subpart H. A detailed
summary of Maryland’s July 7, 2016 SIP
submission and amended regulations as
well as EPA’s review of and rationale for
approving this SIP revision submittal
may be found in the NPR for this
rulemaking action and will not be
restated here.

In addition, in the NPR, EPA
determined the amendments to COMAR
26.11.01.01 and COMAR 26.11.14
included in the July 7, 2016 SIP

6 The final rulemaking notice for EPA’s
conditional approval of SIP submission #14-04 was
published on August 30, 2016 (81 FR 59486).

submittal completed the actions
required by EPA’s conditional approval
of COMAR 26.11.14. 81 FR 59486
(August 30, 2016). Thus, this final
approval of the July 7, 2016 SIP
submittal converts the prior conditional
approval of COMAR 26.11.14 in the
Maryland SIP to a full approval. Two
public comments were received on the
NPR.

III. Public Comments and EPA’s
Responses

EPA received two comments on the
April 28, 2017 proposed approval of the
July 7, 2016 Maryland SIP revision
submittal.

Comment 1: One commenter stated
that no regulations should be repealed
and that even stronger regulations are
needed. The commenter expressed a
feeling of security that the government
will not allow, via corporations or
negligence, the air the commenter
breathes or water the commenter drinks
to become toxic or mildly hazardous
due to regulations. The commenter
claimed New York State has toxic
regions of land where the water and soil
is unsafe, unfarmable and unlivable
because government allowed businesses
in the region to dispose of waste on the
land before EPA existed.

Response 1: EPA thanks the
commenter for the submitted statements
and concern for clean air and water. In
this rulemaking, EPA is approving the
removal of regulations from the
Maryland SIP because the regulations
relate to the CAIR program which is
moot and has been replaced by CSAPR
which is at least as stringent in
addressing emissions of NOx and SO,
from EGUs as CAIR was. As stated in
the NPR, CSAPR was promulgated to
replace CAIR and was EPA’s response to
court decisions addressing the CAIR
program. Although the implementation
of CSAPR was delayed for several years
due to litigation, EPA began
implementing CSAPR January 1, 2015
and the implementation of CAIR ceased
on December 31, 2014. The Maryland
regulations relating to the CAIR program
and any regulations referencing CAIR
became moot also as of that date as they
refer to a defunct program. Thus, as
discussed in the NPR, removing from
the Maryland SIP the regulations which
formed Maryland’s CAIR program and
removing references to CAIR from other
COMAR provisions will not impact any
emissions from EGUs or other emitting
sources as CAIR is moot and has been
replaced by CSAPR as the federal
interstate transport cap and trade
program. As discussed in the NPR,
EPA’s action to remove the CAIR
program and references to the CAIR

program from the Maryland SIP is in
accordance with CAA section 110(1) and
will not impact the NAAQS, reasonable
further progress, or any other CAA
requirement as CAIR has sunset and no
longer yields any NOx, ozone, or SO,
reductions as CSAPR now provides the
program for those emission reductions.
Further, the commenter’s statements
regarding protection of air and water via
regulations do not identify with
required specificity any protections of
air or water impacted by the removal of
the moot CAIR program regulations or
suggest specific actions EPA should
consider otherwise as CSAPR has
replaced CAIR.

Comment 2: The commenter stated
that he was opposed to the proposed
action and that “there can be no
financial or political reason for limiting
the federal government’s responsibility
to assure clean water and clean air for
every American regardless of which
state in which they may reside.” The
commenter also stated that “‘states
cannot keep the effects of their pollution
from spilling over into neighboring
states” and stated that saying “‘these
regulations are job killers misses the
moral imperative.”

Response 2: EPA thanks the
commenter for his support for clean
water and air. In general, this comment
lacks required specificity and does not
identify specific provisions or actions
EPA should address differently. EPA
has explained in the NPR and in this
final action why the removal of the
Maryland regulations which addressed
or referenced CAIR, a defunct program,
met CAA requirements and why
removal of these regulations would not
impact any NAAQS, reasonable further
progress or any CAA requirement. As
mentioned, CAIR sunset in 2014 and
was replaced by CSAPR. The CAA’s
“good neighbor” provision in section
110(a)(2)(D) requires states to address in
their SIPs the interstate transport of air
pollution that affects the ability of
downwind states to attain and maintain
the NAAQS. Where states have not
addressed the section 110(a)(2)(D) “good
neighbor” provision in their SIPs, EPA
promulgated FIPs such as CSAPR which
address interstate pollution impacting
attainment and maintenance of the 1997
and 2006 ozone and PM, s NAAQS, and
the 2008 ozone NAAQS through a cap
and trade program which reduces
emissions of NOx and SO, from EGUs.
The CSAPR FIP applies to Maryland to
address interstate transport of pollution,
and thus removal of the moot CAIR
program from the State’s SIP will not
interfere with requirements for
addressing transport.
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IV. Final Action

EPA is approving the removal of
Maryland’s CAIR program, in its
entirety, from the Maryland SIP as well
as the removal of references to CAIR
from other Maryland regulations in the
SIP that relate to general air quality
definitions and to the control of
emissions from Kraft pulp mills in the
State. EPA is also approving the
amended version of COMAR
26.11.14.07D(1) relating to CEM system
requirements for inclusion in the
Maryland SIP.

Additionally, because EPA
determined that Maryland’s July 7, 2016
SIP submittal satisfies Maryland’s
obligation pursuant to EPA’s August 30,
2016 (81 FR 59486) rulemaking in
which EPA granted final conditional
approval of COMAR 26.11.14 regarding
the control of NOx emissions at Kraft
pulp mills for SIP inclusion, EPA now
grants full approval to the October 15,
2014 SIP revision which added COMAR
26.11.14 regarding Kraft pulp mill
emissions to the Maryland SIP. EPA’s
approval of the July 7, 2016 SIP and full
approval of the October 15, 2014 SIP is
in accordance with requirements under
section 110 of the CAA.

V. Incorporation by Reference

In this rule, EPA is finalizing
regulatory text that includes
incorporation by reference. In
accordance with requirements of 1 CFR
51.5, EPA is finalizing the incorporation
by reference of portions of MDE
regulations COMAR 26.11.01 and
COMAR 26.11.14 regarding air quality
definitions and Kraft pulp mill emission
controls to remove reference to CAIR.
EPA is also incorporating by reference
the portion of COMAR 26.11.14 which
removed the word “certified” from
COMAR 26.11.14.07D(1). Therefore,
these materials have been approved by
EPA for inclusion in the SIP, have been
incorporated by reference by EPA into
that plan, are fully federally enforceable
under sections 110 and 113 of the CAA
as of the effective date of the final
rulemaking of EPA’s approval, and will
be incorporated by reference by the
Director of the Federal Register in the
next update to the SIP compilation.”
EPA has made, and will continue to
make, these materials generally
available through http://
www.regulations.gov and/or at the EPA
Region IIT Office (please contact the
person identified in the “For Further
Information Contact” section of this
preamble for more information).

762 FR 27968 (May 22, 1997).

VI. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

A. General Requirements

Under the CAA, the Administrator is
required to approve a SIP submission
that complies with the provisions of the
CAA and applicable federal regulations.
42 U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a).
Thus, in reviewing SIP submissions,
EPA’s role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the CAA. Accordingly, this action
merely approves state law as meeting
federal requirements and does not
impose additional requirements beyond
those imposed by state law. For that
reason, this action:

¢ Isnot a “significant regulatory
action” subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Orders 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and 13563 (76 FR 3821,
January 21, 2011);

¢ does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

¢ does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

¢ does not have federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

e is not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

¢ is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001);

¢ is not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the CAA; and

e does not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address, as
appropriate, disproportionate human
health or environmental effects, using
practicable and legally permissible
methods, under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).

In addition, this rule does not have
tribal implications as specified by
Executive Order 13175 (65 FR 67249,
November 9, 2000), because the SIP is
not approved to apply in Indian country
located in the state, and EPA notes that
it will not impose substantial direct

costs on tribal governments or preempt
tribal law.

B. Submission to Congress and the
Comptroller General

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this action and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register.
This action is not a ““major rule” as
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

C. Petitions for Judicial Review

Under section 307(b)(1) of the CAA,
petitions for judicial review of this
action must be filed in the United States
Court of Appeals for the appropriate
circuit by September 15, 2017. Filing a
petition for reconsideration by the
Administrator of this final rule does not
affect the finality of this action for the
purposes of judicial review nor does it
extend the time within which a petition
for judicial review may be filed, and
shall not postpone the effectiveness of
such rule or action. This action
regarding the removal of the CAIR
program under COMAR 28.11.28 from
the Maryland SIP and amendments to
COMAR 26.11.01 and 26.11.14 may not
be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. (See section
307(b)(2).)

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,
Particulate matter, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Sulfur
oxides, Volatile organic compounds.

Dated: June 29, 2017.
Cecil Rodrigues,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
40 CFR part 52 is amended as follows:

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

m 1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
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Subpart V—Maryland

m 2.In §52.1070, the table in paragraph
(c) is amended by:

m a. Revising the entries for COMAR
26.11.01.01, 26.11.14.06, and
26.11.14.07; and

m b. Removing the heading “26.11.28
Clean Air Interstate Rule” and the

entries 26.11.28.01 through 26.11.28.08.

The revised text reads as follows:

§52.1070 Identification of plan.
* * * * *
(C) * * %

EPA-APPROVED REGULATIONS, TECHNICAL MEMORANDA, AND STATUTES IN THE MARYLAND SIP

Code of Maryland
Administrative

State effective

Additional explanation/citation at 40

Regulations Title/subject date EPA approval date CFR 52.1100
(COMAR) citation
26.11.01 General Administrative Provisions
26.11.01.01 .......... Definitions ........ccccoceeieen. 05/09/2016 7/17/2017, [Insert Federal Register Amends the definition of “NOx
citation). Ozone Season Allowance” in
26.11.01.01B(24-1).
26.11.14 Control of Emissions From Kraft Pulp Mills
26.11.14.06 ........... Control of Volatile Organic 3/3/2014 7/17/2017, [Insert Federal Register Amended to clarify volatile organic
Compounds. citation). compound (VOC) control system
and requirements at Kraft pulp
mills. (8/30/2016, 81 FR 59488).
26.11.14.07 ........... Control of NOx Emissions 05/09/2016 7/17/2017, [Insert Federal Register Removed reference to COMAR
from Fuel Burning Equip- citation). 26.11.28 in 26.11.14.07C(1) and
ment. removed the word “certified” in
26.11.14.07D(1).
* * * * *

[FR Doc. 2017-14842 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 52, 60, and 61
[Region 4; FRL-9964-36—Region 4]

Address and Agency Name Changes
for Region 4 State and Local Agencies;
Technical Correction

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendment.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is correcting the
addresses and agencies names for EPA
Region 4 State and local agencies in
EPA regulations. The jurisdiction of
EPA Region 4 includes the States of
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina and Tennessee. Certain EPA air
pollution control regulations require
submittal of notifications, reports and
other documents to the appropriate
authorized State or local agency. This
technical amendment updates and
corrects agency names and the
addresses for submitting such

information to the EPA Region 4 State
and local agency offices.

DATES: This rule is effective July 17,
2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kelly Sheckler, Air Regulatory
Management Section, Air Planning and
Implementation Branch, Air, Pesticides
and Toxics Management Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303—8960. Ms.
Sheckler’s telephone number is 404—
562-9992. She can also be reached via
electronic mail at Sheckler.Kelly@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Background

EPA is amending its regulations in 40
CFR parts 52, 60 and 61 to reflect
changes in the addresses for the
Kentucky Division for Air Quality, and
the Louisville Metro Air Pollution
Control District in Kentucky; the
Mecklenburg County Air Quality Land
Use and Environmental Services
Agency, and Western North Carolina
Regional Air Quality Agency in North
Carolina; and, the Tennessee
Department of Environment and
Conservation and the Nashville Metro
Public Health Department Pollution
Control Division in Tennessee. EPA is

also revising the agency name for North
Carolina Department of Natural
Resources to the North Carolina
Department of Environmental Quality.
This technical amendment merely
updates and corrects the addresses for
the state and local agencies, and a name
change for one of the state agencies.

EPA has determined that this rule
falls under the ““good cause” exemption
in section 553(b)(3)(B) of the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA)
which, upon finding “good cause,”
authorizes agencies to dispense with
public participation and section
553(d)(3) which allows an agency to
make a rule effective immediately
(thereby avoiding the 30-day delayed
effective date otherwise provided for in
the APA). Under section 553 of the
APA, an agency may find good cause
where such procedures are
“impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary
to the public interest.” Public comment
is “unnecessary” and “contrary to the
public interest” since the addresses for
the state and local agencies have
changed and immediate notice in the
CFR benefits the public by updating
citations.?

1EPA’s finding that providing notice and an
opportunity for comment before promulgation of
the amendments in this final action is
impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary to the
public interest also applies for purposes of section
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II. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

This final rule implements technical
amendments to 40 CFR parts 52, 60 and
61 to reflect a change in the address for
the state and local agencies, and a name
change for one of the state agencies. It
does not otherwise impose or amend
any requirements. For that reason, this
action:

¢ Is not a “significant regulatory
action” subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993);

¢ does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

¢ does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

¢ does not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

e is not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

e is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001);

e is not subject to the requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the CAA; and

¢ does not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address, as
appropriate, disproportionate human
health or environmental effects, using
practicable and legally permissible
methods, under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).

In addition, this rule does not have
tribal implications as specified by
Executive Order 13175 (65 FR 67249,
November 9, 2000), because the SIP is
not approved to apply in Indian country
located in the States of Kentucky, North
Carolina, and Tennessee, and EPA notes
that it will not impose substantial direct
costs on tribal governments or preempt
tribal law.

The Congressional Review Act (CRA),
5 U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement

808(2) of the Congressional Review Act, 5 U.S.C.
808(d), as discussed in section II of this preamble.

Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. Section 808 of the
CRA allows the issuing agency to make
a rule effective sooner than otherwise
provided by the CRA, if the agency
makes a good cause finding that notice
and public procedure is impracticable,
unnecessary, or contrary to the public
interest. This determination must be
supported by a brief statement (5 U.S.C.
808(2)). As stated earlier, EPA has made
such a good cause finding, including the
reasons therefore, and established an
effective date of July 17, 2017. EPA will
submit a report containing this rule and
other required information to the U.S.
Senate, the U.S. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the United States prior to
publication of the rule in the Federal
Register. A major rule cannot take effect
until 60 days after it is published in the
Federal Register. This action is not a
“major rule” as defined by 5 U.S.C.
804(2).

List of Subjects
40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Intergovernmental relations,
Incorporation by reference, Nitrogen
dioxide, Ozone, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Volatile
organic compounds.

40 CFR Part 60

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Air pollution control, Aluminum,
Ammonium sulfate plants, Batteries,
Beverages, Carbon monoxide, Cement
industry, Chemicals, Coal, Copper, Dry
Cleaners, Electric power plants,
Fertilizers, Fluoride, Gasoline, Glass
and glass products, Grains, Graphic arts
industry, Heaters, Household
appliances, Insulation,
Intergovernmental relations, Iron,
Labeling, Lead, Lime, Metallic and
nonmetallic mineral processing plants,
Metals, Motor Vehicles, Natural gas,
Nitric acid plants, Nitrogen dioxide,
Paper and paper products industry,
Particulate matter, Paving and roofing
materials, Petroleum, Phosphate,
Plastics materials and synthetics,
Polymers, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sewage disposal, Steel,
sulfur oxides, Sulfuric acid plants,
Tires, Urethane, Vinyl, Volatile organic
compounds, Waste treatment and
disposal, Zinc.

40 CFR Part 61

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Arsenic, Asbestos,
Benzene, Beryllium, Hazardous
substances, Mercury, Radionuclides,
Radon, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Uranium, Vinyl chloride.

Dated: June 14, 2017.
V. Anne Heard,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.

40 CFR parts 52, 60 and 61 are
amended as follows:

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

m 1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Subpart S—Kentucky

m 2. Section 52.931 is amended by
revising paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§52.931 Significant deterioration of air
quality.
* * * * *

(d) All applications and other
information required pursuant to §52.21
from sources located in the
Commonwealth of Kentucky shall be
submitted to the appropriate state or
local agency for which the source is
located, rather than to EPA’s Region 4
office: Kentucky Department for
Environmental Protection, Division for
Air Quality, 300 Sower Boulevard, 2nd
Floor, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601; or
Louisville Metro Air Pollution Control
District, 701 W. Ormsby Ave., Suite 303,
Louisville, Kentucky 40203.

Subpart ll—North Carolina

m 3. Section 52.1778 is amended by
revising paragraph (c) to read as follows:

§52.1778 Significant deterioration of air
quality.
* * * * *

(c) All applications and other
information required pursuant to §52.21
from sources located in the State of
North Carolina shall be submitted to the
appropriate state or local agency for
which the source is located, rather than
to EPA’s Region 4 office: North Carolina
Department of Environmental Quality,
Division of Air Quality, 1641 Mail
Service Center, Raleigh, North Carolina
27699-1641; Forsyth County Office of
Environmental Assistance and
Protection, 201 North Chestnut Street,
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 27101—
4120; Mecklenburg County Land Use
and Environmental Services Agency,
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Air Quality, 2145 Suttle Avenue,
Charlotte, North Carolina 28208; or
Western North Carolina Regional Air
Quality Agency, 125 S. Lexington Ave.,
Suite 101, Asheville, North Carolina
28801-3661.

Subpart RR—Tennessee

m 4. Section 52.2233 is amended by
revising paragraph (c) to read as follows:

§52.2233 Significant deterioration of air
quality.
* * * * *

(c) All applications and other
information required pursuant to §52.21
from sources located in the State of
Tennessee shall be submitted to the
appropriate state or local agency for
which the source is located, rather than
to EPA’s Region 4 office: Tennessee
Department of Environment and
Conservation, Division of Air Pollution
Control, William R. Snodgrass
Tennessee Tower, 312 Rosa L. Parks
Avenue, 15th Floor, Nashville,
Tennessee 37243; Knox County Air
Quality Management—Department of
Public Health, 140 Dameron Avenue,
Knoxville, Tennessee 37917; Metro
Public Health Department, Pollution
Control Division, 2500 Charlotte Ave.,
Nashville, Tennessee 37209;
Chattanooga-Hamilton County Air
Pollution Control Bureau, 6125
Preservation Drive, Chattanooga,
Tennessee 37416; or Shelby County
Health Department, Pollution Control
Section, 814 Jefferson Avenue,
Memphis, Tennessee 38105.

PART 60—STANDARDS OF
PERFORMANCE FOR NEW
STATIONARY SOURCES

m 5. The authority citation for part 60
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Subpart A—General Provisions

m 6. Section 60.4 is amended by:

m a. Redesignating paragraphs (b)(A)
through (EEE) as paragraphs (b)(1)
through (57).

m b. Revising paragraphs (b)(19), (35),
and (44) to read as follows:

§60.4 Address.

* * * * *

(b)* * *
(19) Commonwealth of Kentucky:
Kentucky Department for
Environmental Protection, Division for
Air Quality, 300 Sower Boulevard, 2nd
Floor, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601 or
local agency, Louisville Metro Air
Pollution Control District, 701 W.

Ormsby Ave., Suite 303, Louisville,
Kentucky 40203.
* * * * *

(35) State of North Carolina: North
Carolina Department of Environmental
Quality, Division of Air Quality, 1641
Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North
Carolina 27699-1641 or local agencies,
Forsyth County Office of Environmental
Assistance and Protection, 201 North
Chestnut Street, Winston-Salem, North
Carolina 27101-4120; Mecklenburg
County Land Use and Environmental
Services Agency, Air Quality, 2145
Suttle Avenue, Charlotte, North
Carolina 28208; Western North Carolina
Regional Air Quality Agency, 125 S.
Lexington Ave., Suite 101, Asheville,
North Carolina 28801-3661.

* * * * *

(44) State of Tennessee: Tennessee
Department of Environment and
Conservation, Division of Air Pollution
Control, William R. Snodgrass
Tennessee Tower, 312 Rosa L. Parks
Avenue, 15th Floor, Nashville,
Tennessee 37243, or local agencies,
Knox County Air Quality
Management—Department of Public
Health, 140 Dameron Avenue,
Knoxville, Tennessee 37917; Metro
Public Health Department, Pollution
Control Division, 2500 Charlotte Ave.,
Nashville, Tennessee 37209;
Chattanooga-Hamilton County Air
Pollution Control Bureau, 6125
Preservation Drive, Chattanooga,
Tennessee 37416; Shelby County Health
Department, Pollution Control Section,
814 Jefferson Avenue, Memphis,
Tennessee 38105.

* * * * *

PART 61—NATIONAL EMISSIONS
STANDARDS FOR HAZARDOUS AIR
POLLUTANTS

m 7. The authority citation for part 61
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Subpart A—General Provisions

m 8. Section 61.04 is amended by:

m a. Redesignating paragraphs (b)(A)
through (EEE) as paragraphs (b)(1)
through (57).

m b. Revising newly redesignated
paragraphs (b)(19), (35), and (44) to read
as follows:

§61.04 Address.
* * * * *

(b) * % %

(19) Commonwealth of Kentucky:
Kentucky Department for
Environmental Protection, Division of
Air Quality, 300 Sower Boulevard, 2nd
Floor, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601 or

local agency, Louisville Metro Air
Pollution Control District, 701 W.
Ormsby Ave. Suite 303, Louisville,
Kentucky 40203.

* * * * *

(35) State of North Carolina: North
Carolina Department of Environmental
Quality, Division of Air Quality, 1641
Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North
Carolina 27699-1641 or local agencies,
Forsyth County Office of Environmental
Assistance and Protection, 201 North
Chestnut Street, Winston-Salem, North
Carolina 27101-4120; Mecklenburg
County Land Use and Environmental
Services Agency, Air Quality, 2145
Suttle Avenue, Charlotte, North
Carolina 28208; Western North Carolina
Regional Air Quality Agency, 125 S.
Lexington Ave., Suite 101, Asheville,
North Carolina 28801-3661.

* * * * *

(44) State of Tennessee: Tennessee
Department of Environment and
Conservation, Division of Air Pollution
Control, William R. Snodgrass
Tennessee Tower, 312 Rosa L. Parks
Avenue, 15th Floor, Nashville,
Tennessee 37243, or local agencies,
Knox County Air Quality
Management—Department of Public
Health, 140 Dameron Avenue,
Knoxville, Tennessee 37917; Metro
Public Health Department, Pollution
Control Division, 2500 Charlotte Ave.,
Nashville, Tennessee 37209;
Chattanooga-Hamilton County Air
Pollution Control Bureau, 6125
Preservation Drive, Chattanooga,
Tennessee 37416; Shelby County Health
Department, Pollution Control Section,
814 Jefferson Avenue, Memphis,
Tennessee 38105.

* * * * *
[FR Doc. 2017—14746 Filed 7-14-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 300

[EPA-HQ-SFUND-1983-0002; FRL-9964—
55-Region-7]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List: Partial
Deletion of the Ellisville Superfund Site

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 7 announces the
deletion of the Callahan property,
Operable Unit 3(0OU3) (Parcel ID
22U220242) of the Ellisville Superfund
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Site (Site) located in Wildwood,
Missouri (EV2, NW4, SEVa, S31, T45N,
RO4E), from the National Priorities List
(NPL). The NPL, promulgated pursuant
to section 105 of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, is an
appendix of the National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP). This partial
deletion pertains to all media (soil and
groundwater) of the Callahan property,
(OU3) Subsite. The Bliss (OU2) and
Rosalie (OU1) operable units will
remain on the NPL and are not being
considered for deletion as part of this
action. The EPA and the State of
Missouri, through the Missouri
Department of Natural Resources, have
determined that all appropriate
response actions under CERCLA, have
been completed. However, the deletion
of this parcel does not preclude future
actions under Superfund.

DATES: This action is effective July 17,
2017.

ADDRESSES: EPA has established a
docket for this action under Docket
Identification No. EPA-HQ-SFUND-
1983-0002. All documents in the docket
are listed on the https://
www.regulations.gov Web site. Although
listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, i.e., Confidential
Business Information or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
is not placed on the Internet and will be
publicly available only in hard copy
form. Publicly available docket
materials are available either
electronically through https://
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at
the site information repositories. The
locations and viewing hours of the site
information repositories are:

The Region 7 Records Center, 11201
Renner Boulevard, Lenexa, KS open
from 8 a.m. to 4 p.m. Monday-Friday
and the Daniel Boone Branch Library,
300 Clarkson Road, Ellisville, MO open
from 9 a.m. to 9 p.m. Monday—
Thursday, 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. Friday and
Saturday, and 1 p.m. to 5 a.m. on
Sunday.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Laura Price, Remedial Project Manager,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 7, Environmental Protection

Agency, 11201 Renner Boulevard,
Lenexa, Kansas 66219, email:
price.laura@epa.gov or telephone: 913—
551-7130.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
portion of the site to be deleted from the
NPL is: Callahan property, OU3 of the
Ellisville Superfund Site, Wildwood,
Missouri. A Notice of Intent for Partial
Deletion for this Site was published in
the Federal Register (81 FR 14813) on
March 18, 2016.

The original closing date for
comments on the Notice of Intent for
Partial Deletion was April 18, 2016.
However, the EPA continued to accept
public comments at the request of the
City of Wildwood until May 18, 2016.
Twenty-five public comments were
received and the public concerns
expressed in the comments were: Public
health risks that may still remain at the
subsite, additional time to observe the
subsite for possible long-term effects,
future construction at the subsite will
disturb contaminants left at the site,
dioxin and polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs) contaminants were not evaluated
or were being left in place, groundwater
was not evaluated, vapor intrusion
issues were not evaluated, and that five
year reviews should be conducted at the
subsite. The EPA removed all
contaminated soil down to bedrock at
the Callahan subsite then collected
confirmation samples on the sidewalls
to confirm that clean-up was achieved
both vertically and laterally. EPA
considers that all contaminants of
concern in the site soils above clean-up
criteria were removed from the Callahan
subsite. Therefore, there is not
contamination to disturb through future
construction. PCBs and dioxin were not
detected above clean-up criteria and are
not considered contaminants of concern
at the Callahan subsite. The EPA
conducted a groundwater investigation
at the property where three wells were
installed then sampled. All groundwater
samples at the Callahan subsite were
non-detect for contaminants of concern.
Indoor air sampling was not conducted
at residential homes near the Callahan
subsite since all impacted soil was
removed from the site and the
groundwater is not impacted with
contamination. The EPA considers there
is no pathway for vapor intrusion. The
EPA determined all threats to public
health and the environment requiring
action have been addressed and that the

Callahan subsite meets the criteria for
unlimited use/unrestricted exposure
(UU/UE). Since the Callahan subsite
meets UU/UE requirements a five-year
review is not required for the Callahan
subsite. Based on an evaluation of all
requirements under 40 CFR 300.425(e)
and 60 FR 55466—55467, the EPA
concluded that the Callahan subsite
could and should be deleted from the
NPL. A responsiveness summary was
prepared and placed in both the docket,
EPA-HQ-SFUND-1983-0002, on
www.regulations.gov, and in the local
repositories listed above.

The EPA maintains the NPL as the list
of sites that appear to present a
significant risk to public health, welfare,
or the environment. Deletion of a site
from the NPL does not preclude further
remedial action. Whenever there is a
significant release from a site deleted
from the NPL, the deleted site may be
restored to the NPL without application
of the hazard ranking system. Deletion
of portions of a site from the NPL does
not affect responsible party liability, in
the unlikely event that future conditions
warrant further actions.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Chemicals, Hazardous
substances, Hazardous waste,
Intergovernmental relations, Penalties,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Water
pollution control, Water supply.

Dated: June 12, 2017.
Edward H. Chu,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 7.

For reasons set out in the preamble,
40 CFR part 300 is amended as follows:

PART 300—NATIONAL OIL AND
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES
POLLUTION CONTINGENCY PLAN

m 1. The authority citation for part 300
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1321(c)(2); 42 U.S.C.
9601-9657; E.O. 12777, 56 FR 54757, 3 CFR,
1991 Comp., p. 351; E.O. 12580, 52 FR 2923;
3 CFR, 1987 Comp., p. 193.

m 2. Table 1 of Appendix B to part 300

is amended by revising the entry “MO”,
“Ellisville Site”, “Ellisville” to read as
follows:

Appendix B to Part 300—National
Priorities List
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TABLE 1—GENERAL SUPERFUND SECTION

State Site name City/county N?;?S
MO e Ellisville Site .......cocoeeiieiieiiieeeeeeeen ENSVIlle ....ooouiiieieeeeeee P

(a) = Based on issuance of health advisory by Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (if scored, HRS score need not be greater
than or equal to 28.50).

* * * * * *

P = Sites with partial deletion(s).

* * * * *
[FR Doc. 2017-14831 Filed 7—14-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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Federal Register
Vol. 82, No. 135

Monday, July 17, 2017

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the proposed
issuance of rules and regulations. The
purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Office of the Secretary

7 CFR Subtitles A and B

9 CFR Chapters I, Il, and Ill

Identifying Regulatory Reform
Initiatives

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, USDA.
ACTION: Request for information.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Executive Order
13777—Enforcing the Regulatory
Reform Agenda, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA) is requesting ideas
from the public on how we can provide
better customer service and remove
unintended barriers to participation in
our programs in ways that least interfere
with our customers and allow us to
accomplish our mission. To do this, we
are specifically asking for public ideas
on regulations, guidance documents, or
any other policy documents that are in
need of reform, for example ideas to
modify, streamline, expand, or repeal
those items.

DATES: Comments and information are
requested on or before July 17, 2018.
USDA will review comments in four
batches over a one-year period. The cut-
off period for comments to be reviewed
as part of the first batch is September
15, 2017. The cut-off period for
comments to be reviewed as part of the
second batch is November 14, 2017. The
cut-off periods for the third and fourth
batches are February 12, 2018, and July
17, 2018, respectively.

ADDRESSES: We invite you to submit
comments on this notice. For proper
delivery, in your comment, specify
“Identifying Regulatory Reform
Initiatives.”

e Electronic Submission of
Comments. You may submit comments
electronically through the Federal
eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. USDA strongly
encourages commenters to submit
comments electronically. Electronic
submission of comments allows you

maximum time to prepare and submit a
comment, and ensures timely receipt by
USDA. Follow the instructions provided
on that site to submit comments
electronically.

e Submission of Comments by Mail,
Hand delivery, or Courier. Paper, disk,
or CD-ROM submissions should be
submitted to regulations@
obpa.usda.gov, Office of Budget and
Program Analysis, USDA, Jamie L.
Whitten Building, Room 101-A, 1400
Independence Ave. SW., Washington,
DC 20250.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Poe, Telephone Number: (202)
720-5303.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

A. USDA’s Regulatory Mission

USDA is committed to creating a
culture of consistent, efficient service to
our customers while easing regulatory
burdens to make it easier to invest,
produce, and build in rural America in
a way that creates jobs and economic
prosperity while ensuring the safety of
our food supply, and protecting and
safeguarding our land, water, and other
natural resources for future generations.

B. The Regulatory Reform Agenda and
Executive Order 13777

On February 24, 2017, President
Trump signed Executive Order (E.O.)
13777—Enforcing the Regulatory
Reform Agenda, which established a
federal policy to alleviate unnecessary
regulatory burdens on the American
people. Section 3(a) of the E.O. directs
federal agencies to establish a
Regulatory Reform Task Force (Task
Force). One of the duties of the Task
Force is to evaluate existing regulations
and make recommendations to the
USDA Secretary regarding their repeal,
replacement, or modification. The E.O.
further asks that each Task Force
attempt to identify regulations that:

(i) Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job
creation;

(ii) Are outdated, unnecessary, or
ineffective;

(iii) Impose costs that exceed benefits;

(iv) Create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with regulatory
reform initiatives and policies;

(v) Are inconsistent with the
requirements of section 515 of the
Treasury and General Government
Appropriates Act, 2001 (44 U.S.C. 3516

note), or the guidance issued pursuant
to that provision in particular those
regulations that rely in whole or in part
on data, information, or methods that
are not publicly available or that are
insufficiently transparent to meet the
standard of reproducibility; or

(vi) Derive from or implement
Executive Orders or other Presidential
directives that have been subsequently
rescinded or substantially modified.

II. USDA’s Implementation of Executive
Order 13777

Section 3(e) of the E.O. calls on the
Task Force to seek input and other
assistance, as permitted by law, from
entities significantly affected by Federal
regulations, including State, local, and
tribal governments, small businesses,
consumers, non-governmental
organizations, and trade associations on
regulations that meet some or all of the
criteria above. Through this notice,
USDA is requesting ideas from the
public to help its Task Force’s
evaluation of existing regulations.
USDA requests that commenters be as
specific as possible, include any
supporting data or other information
such as cost information, provide a
Federal Register (FR) or Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) citation when
referencing a regulation or directive, the
OMB control number for information
collections and recordkeeping burdens
approved under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501—
3522), and specific suggestions
regarding the repeal, replacement or
modification of these items.

In evaluating USDA’s regulations,
guidance documents, or any other
policy documents that are in need of
reform as well as new ideas to moditfy,
streamline, expand, or repeal such
items, commenters are asked to consider
the questions outlined below. Note this
is not an exhaustive list nor is it
intended to limit the issues that
commenters may address, but rather it
is meant to assist in the formulation of
comments.

1. Are there any regulations that
should be repealed, replaced, or
modified?

2. For each regulation identified in
question number 1, please identify
whether the regulation:

(a) Results in the elimination of jobs,
or inhibits job creation;

(b) Is outdated, unnecessary, or
ineffective;
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(c) Imposes costs that exceed benefits;

(d) Creates a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interferes with regulatory
reform initiatives and policies;

(e) Is inconsistent with the
requirements or regulations of section
515 of the Treasury and General
Government Appropriations Act, 2001
(44 U.S.C. 3516 note), which requires
that agencies maximize the quality,
objectivity, and integrity of the
information (including statistical
information) they disseminate; or

(f) Derives from or implements
Executive Orders or other Presidential
directives that have been subsequently
rescinded or substantially modified.

3. Are there any existing USDA
requirements that duplicate or conflict
with requirements of another Federal
agency? Can the requirement be
modified to eliminate the conflict?

4. What are the estimated total
compliance costs of the USDA
regulations to which you or your
organization must comply? This should
include the costs of complying with
information collections, recordkeeping,
and other requirements subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act.

This notice is issued for information
and program-planning purposes. While
comments to this notice do not bind
USDA to any further actions, all
submissions will be reviewed by the
Task Force, and made publicly available
on http://www.regulations.gov.
Although USDA will not respond to
individual comments, USDA values
public feedback and will give careful
consideration to all input that it
receives.

USDA will keep the public apprised
of the status of its review and any plans
to repeal, replace, or modify existing
regulations. The Department will issue
a detailed update as part of the 2017 fall
regulatory agenda and statement of
regulatory priorities. Additionally, the
public is encouraged to visit https://
www.usda.gov/ for the latest
information about the Department’s
regulatory reform efforts.

Dated: July 11, 2017.
Rebeckah Adcock,

Regulatory Reform Officer and Senior Advisor
to the Secretary, Office of the Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2017-14920 Filed 7-14-17; 8:45 am]|

BILLING CODE 3410-90-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2017-0690; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NM-061-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Proposed rule; removal.

SUMMARY: We propose to remove
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2017-01—
06, which applies to certain Airbus
Model A319-115, A319-132, A320-214,
A320-232, A321-211, A321-213, and
A321-231 airplanes. AD 2017-01-06
requires inspection and replacement of
certain tie rod assemblies installed on
the hinged fairing assembly of the main
landing gear (MLG). We issued AD
2017-01-06 to detect and correct the
absence of cadmium plating on the rod
end threads of the tie rod assemblies.
Since we issued AD 2017-01-06, we
have determined that although
cadmium plating might be absent, the
rod end threads of the tie rod assemblies
can withstand the expected
environmental conditions, therefore the
unsafe condition, as initially
determined, does not exist.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 31, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to the Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Airbus,
Airworthiness Office—EIAS, 1 Rond
Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac
Cedex, France; telephone +33 5 61 93 36
96; fax +33 5 61 93 44 51; email
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on

the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—-
0690; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057—-3356; telephone 425-227-1405;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include “Docket No. FAA—
2017-0690; Directorate Identifier 2017—
NM-061-AD” at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

On December 23, 2016, we issued AD
2017-01-06, Amendment 39-18773 (82
FR 4773, January 17, 2017) (“AD 2017—-
01-06""), for certain Airbus Model
A319-115, A319-132, A320-214, A320—-
232, A321-211, A321-213, and A321—
231 airplanes. AD 2017-01-06 requires
a detailed inspection for the presence of
cadmium plating on tie rod assemblies
having certain part numbers, and
procedures for replacement of tie rod
assemblies with no cadmium plating on
the rod end threads. AD 2017-01-06
resulted from a report of certain tie rod
assemblies installed on the hinged
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fairing assembly of the MLG with no
cadmium plating on the rod end
threads. We issued AD 2017-01-06 to
detect and correct the absence of
cadmium plating on the rod end threads
of the tie rod assemblies. The absence of
cadmium plating could lead to galvanic
corrosion of the tie rod end threads,
resulting in rod end failure, loss of a
MLG door, and consequent damage to
the airplane.

Actions Since AD 2017-01-06 Was
Issued

Since we issued AD 2017-01-06 we
have determined that, although
cadmium plating might be absent, the
rod end threads of the tie rod assemblies
can withstand the expected
environmental conditions, therefore the
unsafe condition, as initially
determined, does not exist.

In addition, the European Aviation
Safety Agency (EASA) which is the
Technical Agent for the Member States
of the European Union, has issued
EASA Airworthiness Directive 2015—
0234—-CN, dated April 28, 2017 (referred
to after this as the Mandatory
Continuing Airworthiness Information,
or ‘“the MCAI”’), to correct an unsafe
condition for certain Airbus Model
A319-115, A319-132, A320-214, A320-
232, A321-211, A321-213, and A321—
231 airplanes. The MCALI states:

A production quality issue was identified
concerning tie rod assemblies, having [a] Part
Number starting with D52840212000 or
D52840212002, which are installed on the
main landing gear (MLG) hinged fairing
assembly. This quality issue affects the
cadmium plating surface treatment which
was inadvertently omitted from the rod end
threads of the assembly. The absence of
cadmium plating reduces the corrosion
protection scheme.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, was initially assessed as leading to
galvanic corrosion of the tie rod end threads,
possibly resulting in rod end failure, loss of
a MLG door, and consequent injury to
persons on ground.

To address this unsafe condition, Airbus
identified the affected MSN [manufacturer
serial number] and issued SB A320-52-1167
to provide inspection instructions.

Consequently, EASA issued AD 2015-0234
[which corresponds to FAA AD 2017-01-06],
requiring a one-time inspection of the
affected MLG hinged fairing tie rod
assemblies, and, depending on findings,
replacement of the affected tie rod assembly.

Since that [EASA] AD was issued, tests
performed by the tie rod assembly
manufacturers determined that the
assemblies, even without cadmium plating
surface treatment on the rod end threads, can
withstand the expected environmental
conditions. The consequence is that the
unsafe condition, as initially determined,
does not exist.

For the reasons described above, this
Notice cancels EASA AD 2015-0234.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0690.

FAA’s Conclusions

Upon further consideration, we have
determined that AD 2017-01-06, must
be removed. Accordingly, this proposed
AD would remove AD 2017-01-06.
Removal of AD 2017-01-06 would not
preclude the FAA from issuing another
related action or commit the FAA to any
course of action in the future.

Related Costs of Compliance

AD 2017-01-06 affects about 20
airplanes of U.S. registry. The estimated
cost of the actions required by AD 2017—
01-06 for U.S. operators is $3,400, or
$170, per product. Removing AD 2017—
01-06 would eliminate those costs.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
Section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII,
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701,
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We have determined that this
proposed AD would not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This proposed AD would not
have a substantial direct effect on the
States, on the relationship between the
national Government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that the proposed regulation:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and

Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979);

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska; and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2017-01-06, Amendment 39-18773 (82
FR 4773, January 17, 2017), and adding
the following new AD:

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2017-0690;
Directorate Identifier 2017-NM-061-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 31,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs
This action removes AD 2017-01-06,

Amendment 39-18773 (82 FR 4773, January
17, 2017).
(c) Applicability

This action applies to Airbus Model A319-
115, A319-132, A320-214, A320-232, A321—
211, A321-213, and A321-231 airplanes,
certificated in any category, as identified in
Airbus Service Bulletin A320-52-1167,
dated August 6, 2015.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 29,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14704 Filed 7-14-17; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0691; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NM-029-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc., Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Bombardier, Inc., Model CL-600-1A11
(CL-600), CL-600-2A12 (CL-601
Variant), and CL-600-2B16 (CL-601-3A
and CL-601-3R Variants) airplanes.
This proposed AD was prompted by a
report of laminated shims that may have
been improperly installed at a certain
wing tie beam. This proposed AD would
require revising the maintenance or
inspection program to incorporate
certification maintenance requirement
tasks that introduce revised checks of
the tie beam. We are proposing this AD
to address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 31, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Bombardier, Inc.,
400 Cote-Vertu Road West, Dorval,
Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada; telephone
514—-855-5000; fax 514—-855-7401; email
thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com; Internet
http://www.bombardier.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0691; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Aziz
Ahmed, Airframe Engineer, Airframe
and Mechanical Systems Branch, ANE—
171, FAA, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY
11590; telephone: 516-228-7329; fax:
516-794-5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include ‘“Docket No. FAA—
2017-0691; Directorate Identifier 2017-
NM-029-AD" at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF-2016—-34,
dated October 14, 2016 (referred to after
this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “’the
MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Bombardier, Inc., Model CL—
600-1A11 (CL-600), CL-600-2A12 (CL—
601 Variant), and CL-600-2B16 (CL—-
601-3A and CL-601—3R Variants)
airplanes. The MCAI states:

Bombardier has determined that laminated
shims may have been improperly installed at
the floor/wing tie beam bumper pads.
Improperly installed shims may become

damaged, which could result in a gapping
condition. This would lead to increased
stress and degradation of structural integrity
of the tie beam. Undetected failure may lead
to premature cracking of the pressure floor.

Bombardier has introduced revised
maintenance tasks through revisions of the
applicable CL-600 Time Limits Maintenance
Checks (TLMCs) to confirm structural
integrity of the affected tie beam.

This [Canadian] AD is issued to mandate
the incorporation of the applicable revised
TLMC tasks.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0691.

This proposed AD will require
revisions to certain operator
maintenance documents to include new
actions (e.g., inspections). Compliance
with these actions is required by 14 CFR
91.403(c). For airplanes that have been
previously modified, altered, or repaired
in the areas addressed by this proposed
AD, the operator may not be able to
accomplish the actions described in the
revisions. In this situation, to comply
with 14 CFR 91.403(c), the operator
must request approval for an alternative
method of compliance according to
paragraph (i)(1) of this proposed AD.
The request should include a
description of changes to the required
actions that will ensure the continued
operational safety of the airplane.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed the following
Bombardier, Inc., service information.

e Task 53—10-00-131 of Section 5—
10-30, ‘““Airworthiness Limitation
Checks by ATA Chapter Number,” of
Bombardier Challenger 600 Time
Limits/Maintenance Checks, Publication
Number PSP 605, Revision 37, dated
April 29, 2016.

e Task 53—10-00-133 of Section 5—
10-30, ‘“Airworthiness Limitation
Checks by ATA Chapter Number,” of
Bombardier Challenger 601 Time
Limits/Maintenance Checks, Publication
Number PSP 601-5, Revision 44, dated
April 29, 2016.

e Task 53—10-00-134 of Section 5—
10-30, “Airworthiness Limitation
Checks by ATA Chapter Number,” of
Bombardier Challenger 601 Time
Limits/Maintenance Checks, Publication
Number PSP 601A-5, Revision 40,
dated April 29, 2016.

The service information identifies
airworthiness limitation tasks for checks
of the pressure floor at a certain wing tie
beam. These documents are distinct
since they apply to different airplane
models. This service information is
reasonably available because the


mailto:thd.crj@aero.bombardier.com
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.bombardier.com

Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 135/Monday, July 17, 2017 /Proposed Rules

32653

interested parties have access to it
through their normal course of business
or by the means identified in the
ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another

country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe

ESTIMATED COSTS

condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 137 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

) Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Maintenance or inspection program revision .. | 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 per air- $0 $85 $11,645
plane.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.”” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Bombardier, Inc.: Docket No. FAA-2017—

0691; Directorate Identifier 2017-NM-—
029-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 31,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Bombardier, Inc.,
Model CL-600-1A11 (CL-600) airplanes,
serial numbers 1004 through 1085 inclusive;
Model CL-600-2A12 airplanes (CL-601
Variant), serial numbers 3001 through 3066
inclusive; and Model CL-600-2B16 (CL—
601-3A and CL-601-3R Variants) airplanes,
serial numbers 5001 through 5194 inclusive;
certificated in any category.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.
(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report of
laminated shims that may have been
improperly installed at a certain wing tie
beam. We are issuing this AD to detect and

correct degradation of the structural integrity
of the affected tie beam, which could result
in cracking of the pressure floor.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Maintenance or Inspection Program
Revision

Within 30 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate the
certification maintenance requirement (CMR)
tasks specified in the applicable service
information in paragraphs (g)(1) through
(g)(3) of this AD. The initial compliance time
for the task is within the applicable time
specified in the service information, or
within 30 days after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs later.

(1) For Model CL-600-1A11 (CL-600)
airplanes: Task 53—10-00-131 of Section 5—
10-30, “Airworthiness Limitation Checks by
ATA Chapter Number,” of Bombardier
Challenger 600 Time Limits/Maintenance
Checks, Publication Number PSP 605,
Revision 37, dated April 29, 2016.

(2) For Model CL-600-2A12 airplanes (CL—
601 Variant) airplanes: Task 53—10-00-133 of
Section 5-10-30, “Airworthiness Limitation
Checks by ATA Chapter Number,” of
Bombardier Challenger 601 Time Limits/
Maintenance Checks, Publication Number
PSP 601-5, Revision 44, dated April 29,
2016.

(3) For Model CL-600-2B16 (CL-601-3A
and CL-601-3R Variants) airplanes: Task 53—
10-00-134 of Section 5-10-30,
“Airworthiness Limitation Checks by ATA
Chapter Number,” of Bombardier Challenger
601 Time Limits/Maintenance Checks,
Publication Number PSP 601A-5, Revision
40, dated April 29, 2016.

(h) No Alternative Actions and Intervals

After the maintenance or inspection
program has been revised as required by
paragraph (g) of this AD, no alternative
actions (e.g., inspections) or intervals may be
used unless the actions or intervals are
approved as an alternative method of
compliance (AMOC) in accordance with the
procedures specified in paragraph (i)(1) of
this AD.
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(i) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA,
has the authority to approve AMOG:s for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the manager of the ACO, send it
to ATTN: Program Manager, Continuing
Operational Safety, FAA, New York ACO,
1600 Stewart Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury,
NY 11590; telephone: 516—-228-7300; fax:
516—794-5531. Before using any approved
AMOC, notify your appropriate principal
inspector, or lacking a principal inspector,
the manager of the local flight standards
district office/certificate holding district
office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO, ANE-170,
FAA; or Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA); or Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design
Approval Organization (DAO). If approved by
the DAO, the approval must include the
DAO-authorized signature.

(j) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2016-34, dated
October 14, 2016, for related information.
This MCAI may be found in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2017-0691.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact: Aziz Ahmed, Airframe Engineer,
Airframe and Mechanical Systems Branch,
ANE-171, FAA, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590;
telephone: 516—-228-7329; fax: 516—-794—
5531; email: Aziz.Ahmed@faa.gov.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; telephone: 514-855-5000; fax: 514—
855-7401; email: thd.crj@
aero.bombardier.com; Internet: http://
www.bombardier.com. You may view this
service information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 29,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14593 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2017-0693; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NM-044-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Gulfstream
Aerospace LP (Type Certificate
Previously Held by Israel Aircraft
Industries, Ltd.) Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Gulfstream Aerospace LP Model
Gulfstream 100, Astra SPX, and 1125
Westwind Astra airplanes. This
proposed AD was prompted by a report
that the main entrance door (MED)
opened during flight, and by the
determination that the “CABIN DOOR
UNLOCK” crew alerting system (CAS)
message may extinguish before the
handle latch pin is fully engaged. This
proposed AD would require
accomplishing an updated rigging
procedure for the adjustment of the
MED microswitch. We are proposing
this AD to address the unsafe condition
on these products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this NPRM by August 31, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Gulfstream
Aerospace Corporation, P.O. Box 2206,
Mail Station D-25, Savannah, GA
31402-2206; telephone 800—810-4853;
fax 912-965-3520; email pubs@
gulfstream.com; Internet http://
www.gulfstream.com/product_support/
technical pubs/pubs/index.htm. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue

SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0693; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1137;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include “Docket No. FAA—
2017-0693; Directorate Identifier 2017—
NM-044-AD” at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The Civil Aviation Authority of Israel
(CAAI), which is the aviation authority
for Israel, has issued Israeli
Airworthiness Directive ISR-I-52—
2017-03-29, dated January 3, 2017
(referred to after this as the Mandatory
Continuing Airworthiness Information,
or ‘“the MCAI”’), to correct an unsafe
condition for certain Gulfstream
Aerospace LP Model Gulfstream 100,
Astra SPX, and 1125 Westwind Astra
airplanes. The MCAI states:

[The purpose of the Israeli AD is] to
improve the Main Entrance Door (MED)
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microswitch adjustment procedure so that
the locking indication will be extinguished
when the door handle is locked.

The required actions include
accomplishing an updated rigging
procedure for the adjustment of the
MED microswitch. The unsafe condition
is the in-flight opening of the MED,
which could lead to structural damage
and loss of control of the airplane. You
may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0693.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Gulfstream Aerospace LP has issued
G100 Service Bulletin 100-52—-312,
dated January 15, 2016. The service
information describes an updated
rigging procedure for the adjustment of
the MED microswitch. This service
information is reasonably available
because the interested parties have
access to it through their normal course
of business or by the means identified
in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another

ESTIMATED COSTS

country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of these same
type designs.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 110 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

; Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
MED microswitch adjustment ............ccccecveuen. 6 work-hours x $85 per hour = $510 ............. $3 $513 $56,430

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule”” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Gulfstream Aerospace LP (Type Certificate
Previously Held by Israel Aircraft
Industries, Ltd.): Docket No. FAA-2017—
0693; Directorate Identifier 2017-NM-—
044—AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 31,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Gulfstream Aerospace
LP Model Gulfstream 100, Astra SPX, and
1125 Westwind Astra airplanes, certificated

in any category, serial numbers 004, and 011
through 158 inclusive.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 52, Doors.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report that the
main entrance door (MED) opened during
flight, and by the determination that the
“CABIN DOOR UNLOCK?” crew alerting
system (CAS) message may extinguish before
the handle latch pin is fully engaged. We are
issuing this AD to prevent the MED from
opening during flight, which could lead to
structural damage and loss of control of the
airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Rigging Procedure

Within 12 months after the effective date
of this AD: Do an updated rigging procedure
for the adjustment of the MED microswitch,
in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Gulfstream G100 Service
Bulletin 100-52-312, dated January 15, 2016.

(h) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOG:s for this AD, if requested
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using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (i)(2) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-AMOC-
REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using any
approved AMOC, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the Civil Aviation Authority of Israel (CAAI);
or the CAAT’s authorized Designee. If
approved by the CAAI Designee, the approval
must include the Designee’s authorized
signature.

(i) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) CAAI
Airworthiness Directive ISR-I-52—2017-03—
29, dated January 3, 2017, for related
information. This MCAI may be found in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for and
locating Docket No. FAA-2017-0693.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1137; fax 425-227-1149.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Gulfstream Aerospace
Corporation, P.O. Box 2206, Mail Station D—
25, Savannah, GA 31402-2206; telephone
800-810—4853; fax 912-965-3520; email
pubs@gulfstream.com; Internet http://
www.gulfstream.com/product_support/
technical pubs/pubs/index.htm. You may
view this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 29,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14594 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2017-0692; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NM-043—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Gulfstream
Aerospace LP (Type Certificate
Previously Held by Israel Aircraft
Industries, Ltd.) Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Gulfstream Aerospace LP Model
Gulfstream G150 airplanes. This
proposed AD was prompted by a report
that the main entrance door (MED)
opened during flight, and by the
determination that the “CABIN DOOR
UNLOCK” crew alerting system (CAS)
message may extinguish before the
handle latch pin is fully engaged. This
proposed AD would require
accomplishing an updated rigging
procedure for the adjustment of the
MED microswitch. We are proposing
this AD to address the unsafe condition
on these products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this NPRM by August 31, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations,
M-30, West Building Ground Floor,
Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Gulfstream
Aerospace Corporation, P.O. Box 2206,
Mail Station D-25, Savannah, GA
31402-2206; telephone 800-810-4853;
fax 912-965-3520; email pubs@
gulfstream.com; Internet http://
www.gulfstream.com/product_support/
technical pubs/pubs/index.htm. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on

the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—-
0692; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057—-3356; telephone 425-227-1137;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include “Docket No. FAA—
2017-0692; Directorate Identifier 2017—
NM-043-AD” at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

The Civil Aviation Authority of Israel
(CAAI), which is the aviation authority
for Israel, has issued Israeli
Airworthiness Directive ISR-I-52—
2017-03-28, dated January 3, 2017
(referred to after this as the Mandatory
Continuing Airworthiness Information,
or “the MCAI”), to correct an unsafe
condition for certain Gulfstream
Aerospace LP Model Gulfstream G150
airplanes. The MCAI states:

[The purpose of the Israeli AD is] to
improve the Main Entrance Door (MED)
microswitch adjustment procedure so that
the locking indication will be extinguished
when the door handle is locked.


http://www.gulfstream.com/product_support/technical_pubs/pubs/index.htm
http://www.gulfstream.com/product_support/technical_pubs/pubs/index.htm
http://www.gulfstream.com/product_support/technical_pubs/pubs/index.htm
http://www.gulfstream.com/product_support/technical_pubs/pubs/index.htm
http://www.gulfstream.com/product_support/technical_pubs/pubs/index.htm
http://www.gulfstream.com/product_support/technical_pubs/pubs/index.htm
mailto:9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov
mailto:9-ANM-116-AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:pubs@gulfstream.com
mailto:pubs@gulfstream.com
mailto:pubs@gulfstream.com

Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 135/Monday, July 17, 2017 /Proposed Rules

32657

The required actions include
accomplishing an updated rigging
procedure for the adjustment of the
MED microswitch. The unsafe condition
is the in-flight opening of the MED,
which could lead to structural damage
and loss of control of the airplane. You
may examine the MCAI in the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0692.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Gulfstream Aerospace LP has issued
Gulfstream G150 Service Bulletin 150—

52—188, dated January 15, 2016. The
service information describes an
updated rigging procedure for the
adjustment of the MED microswitch.
This service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA'’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of

ESTIMATED COSTS

Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

Costs of Compliance
We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 65 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
MED microswitch adjustment ...........ccccceeuenen. 6 work-hours x $85 per hour = $510 ............. $3 $513 $33,345

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “‘significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Gulfstream Aerospace LP (Type Certificate
Previously Held by Israel Aircraft
Industries, Ltd.): Docket No. FAA-2017—
0692; Directorate Identifier 2017-NM-
043-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 31,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs
None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Gulfstream Aerospace
LP Model Gulfstream G150 airplanes,
certificated in any category, serial numbers
201 through 318 inclusive.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 52, Doors.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report that the
main entrance door (MED) opened during
flight, and by the determination that the
“CABIN DOOR UNLOCK?” crew alerting
system (CAS) message may extinguish before
the handle latch pin is fully engaged. We are
issuing this AD to prevent the MED from
opening during flight, which could lead to
structural damage and loss of control of the
airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Rigging Procedure

Within 12 months after the effective date
of this AD: Do an updated rigging procedure
for adjustment of the MED microswitch, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Gulfstream G150 Service
Bulletin 150-52—188, dated January 15, 2016.

(h) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOG:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
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to the International Branch, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (i)(2) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-AMOC-
REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using any
approved AMOG, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the Civil Aviation Authority of Israel (CAAI);
or the CAATI’s authorized Designee. If
approved by the CAAI Designee, the approval
must include the Designee’s authorized
signature.

(i) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) CAAI
Airworthiness Directive ISR-1-52—-2017-03—
28, dated January 3, 2017, for related
information. This MCAI may be found in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for and
locating Docket No. FAA-2017-0692.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Tom Rodriguez, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM—-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1137; fax 425-227-1149.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Gulfstream Aerospace
Corporation, P.O. Box 2206, Mail Station D—
25, Savannah, GA 31402-2206; telephone
800-810—4853; fax 912-965—-3520; email
pubs@gulfstream.com; Internet http://
www.gulfstream.com/product_support/
technical pubs/pubs/index.htm. You may
view this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 29,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14595 Filed 7-14-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0697; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NM-041-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Embraer S.A.
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Embraer S.A. Model ERJ 170 airplanes
and Model ER] 190-100 STD, —100 LR,
—100 IGW, —-200 STD, —200 LR, and
—200 IGW airplanes. This AD requires
repetitive detailed inspections of the
web aft face of the forward pressure
bulkhead for any cracking and
discrepancy; and modification of the
forward pressure bulkhead, which
would terminate the repetitive
inspections. This AD was prompted by
an evaluation by the design approval
holder (DAH) indicating that the
forward bulkhead is subject to
widespread fatigue damage (WFD). We
are proposing this AD to address the
unsafe condition on these products.
DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 31, 2017.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

o Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Embraer S.A.,
Technical Publications Section (PC
060), Av. Brigadeiro Faria Lima, 2170—
Putim—12227-901 Sao Jose dos
Campos—SP—-Brazil; telephone +55 12
3927-5852 or +55 12 3309-0732; fax
+55 12 3927-7546; email distrib@
embraer.com.br; Internet http://
www.flyembraer.com. You may view
this referenced service information at
the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0697; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments

received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ana
Martinez Hueto, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057—-3356; telephone 425-227-1622;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include “Docket No. FAA—
2017-0697; Directorate Identifier 2017—
NM-041-AD" at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Fatigue damage can occur locally, in
small areas or structural design details,
or globally, in widespread areas.
Multiple-site damage is widespread
damage that occurs in a large structural
element such as a single rivet line of a
lap splice joining two large skin panels.
Widespread damage can also occur in
multiple elements such as adjacent
frames or stringers. Multiple-site
damage and multiple-element damage
cracks are typically too small initially to
be reliably detected with normal
inspection methods. Without
intervention, these cracks will grow,
and eventually compromise the
structural integrity of the airplane. This
condition is known as widespread
fatigue damage. It is associated with
general degradation of large areas of
structure with similar structural details
and stress levels. As an airplane ages,
WFD will likely occur, and will
certainly occur if the airplane is
operated long enough without any
intervention.

The FAA’s WFD final rule (75 FR
69746, November 15, 2010) became
effective on January 14, 2011. The WFD
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rule requires certain actions to prevent
structural failure due to WFD
throughout the operational life of
certain existing transport category
airplanes and all of these airplanes that
will be certificated in the future. For
existing and future airplanes subject to
the WFD rule, the rule requires that
DAHs establish a limit of validity (LOV)
of the engineering data that support the
structural maintenance program.
Operators affected by the WFD rule may
not fly an airplane beyond its LOV,
unless an extended LOV is approved.

The WFD rule (75 FR 69746,
November 15, 2010) does not require
identifying and developing maintenance
actions if the DAHs can show that such
actions are not necessary to prevent
WFD before the airplane reaches the
LOV. Many LOVs, however, do depend
on accomplishment of future
maintenance actions. As stated in the
WEFD rule, any maintenance actions
necessary to reach the LOV will be
mandated by airworthiness directives
through separate rulemaking actions.

In the context of WFD, this action is
necessary to enable DAHs to propose
LOVs that allow operators the longest
operational lives for their airplanes, and
still ensure that WFD will not occur.
This approach allows for an
implementation strategy that provides
flexibility to DAHs in determining the
timing of service information
development (with FAA approval),
while providing operators with certainty
regarding the LOV applicable to their
airplanes.

The Agéncia Nacional de Aviacao
Civil (ANAC), which is the aviation
authority for Brazil, has issued Brazilian
Airworthiness Directive 2017-03-01,
dated March 24, 2017 (referred to after
this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or ‘“‘the

MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for certain Embraer S.A. Model ER] 170
airplanes and Model ER] 190-100 STD,
—-100 LR, —100 IGW, —200 STD, —200 LR,
and —200 IGW airplanes. The MCAI
states:

This [Brazilian] AD was prompted by an
evaluation by the design approval holder
indicating that the forward pressure
bulkhead is subject to widespread fatigue
damage. The modification required by this
AD is intended to support the airplane
reaching its limit of validity (LOV) of the
engineering data that support the established
structural maintenance program. We are
issuing this [Brazilian] AD to prevent fatigue
cracking of the forward pressure bulkhead,
which could result in reduced structural
integrity of the airplane.

Required actions include repetitive
detailed inspections of the web aft face
of the forward pressure bulkhead for
any cracking and discrepancy (i.e.,
corrosion, dents, gauge marks, fastener
anomalies); repair if necessary; and
modification of the forward pressure
bulkhead, which would terminate the
repetitive inspections. You may
examine the MCAI in the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0697.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed the following Embraer
S.A. service information, which
describes an airworthiness limitation
task for a detailed inspection of the web
aft face of the forward pressure
bulkhead for any cracking or
discrepancies. These documents are
distinct since they apply to different
airplane models.

o Task 53—10-001-0005 of Embraer
170/175 Maintenance Review Board

ESTIMATED COSTS

Report, MRB-1621, Temporary Revision
12-3, dated September 19, 2016.

e Task 53-10-001-0005 of Embraer
190/195 Maintenance Review Board
Report, MRB-1928, Temporary Revision
10—4, dated September 19, 2016.

We also reviewed the following
Embraer S.A. service information,
which describes procedures for
modifying the forward pressure
bulkhead. These documents are distinct
since they apply to different airplane
models.

e Embraer Service Bulletin 170-53—
0051, Revision 03, dated August 21,
2013.

e Embraer Service Bulletin 190-53—
0019, Revision 03, dated August 21,
2013.

This service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of these same
type designs.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 482 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

i Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost Cost per product operators
Inspection .........cccoeeeeeieeennen. 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 per in- | $0 ......cccuenenee. $85 per inspection $40,970 per inspec-
spection cycle. cycle. tion cycle.
Modification .......c.cccccerveenienne 158 work-hours x $85 per hour = $13,430 .... | Up to $13,409 ... | $26,839 .......cccceennene $12,936,398.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this proposed AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:

Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures

the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
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under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2.Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Embraer S.A.: Docket No. FAA-2017-0697;
Directorate Identifier 2017-NM-041-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 31,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs
None.

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the airplanes specified
in paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this AD,
certificated in any category.

(1) Embraer S.A. Model ER] 170-100 LR,
—100 STD, —100 SE, and —100 SU airplanes;
and Model ERJ 170-200 LR, —200 SU, and
—200 STD airplanes; as identified in Embraer
Service Bulletin 170-53—-0051, Revision 03,
dated August 21, 2013.

(2) Embraer S.A. Model ER] 190-100 STD,
—100 LR, and —100 IGW airplanes; and Model
ERJ 190-200 STD, —200 LR, and —200 IGW
airplanes; as identified in Embraer Service
Bulletin 190-53-0019, Revision 03, dated
August 21, 2013.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by an evaluation by
the design approval holder indicating that
the forward bulkhead is subject to
widespread fatigue damage. We are issuing
this AD to prevent fatigue cracking of the
forward pressure bulkhead, which could
result in reduced structural integrity of the
airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Repetitive Inspections and Repairs

Before the accumulation of 25,954 total
flight cycles, or within 3,600 flight cycles
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs later: Do a detailed inspection of the
web aft face of the forward pressure bulkhead
for any cracking or discrepancy (i.e.,
corrosion, dents, gauge marks, fastener
anomalies), in accordance with Task 53—10—
001-0005 of Embraer 170/175 Maintenance
Review Board Report, MRB-1621, Temporary
Revision 12-3, dated September 19, 2016; or
Task 53—10-001-0005 of Embraer 190/195
Maintenance Review Board Report, MRB—
1928, Temporary Revision 10—4, dated
September 19, 2016; as applicable. Repeat the
inspection thereafter at intervals not to
exceed 6,489 flight cycles. If any cracking or
discrepancy is found during any inspection
required by this paragraph, before further
flight, repair the forward pressure bulkhead
using a method approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA; or the Agéncia
Nacional de Aviagao Civil (ANAC); or
ANAC’s authorized Designee.

(h) Modification of the Forward Pressure
Bulkhead

Before the accumulation of 38,931 total
flight cycles: Modify the forward pressure
bulkhead, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Embraer
Service Bulletin 170-53—-0051, Revision 03,
dated August 21, 2013; or Embraer Service
Bulletin 190-53-0019, Revision 03, dated
August 21, 2013; as applicable.
Accomplishing the modification required by
this paragraph terminates the requirements of
paragraph (g) of this AD.

(i) Credit for Previous Actions

(1) This paragraph provides credit for the
actions applicable to Model ER] 170
airplanes required by paragraph (h) of this
AD, if those actions were performed before
the effective date of this AD, using the
service information specified in paragraphs
(1)(1)), (D)(1)({i), or (1)(1)(iii) of this AD.

(i) Embraer Service Bulletin 170-53—-0051,
dated February 26, 2010.

(ii) Embraer Service Bulletin 170-53-0051,
Revision 01, dated May 25, 2011.

(iii) Embraer Service Bulletin 170-53—
0051, Revision 02, May 28, 2012.

(2) This paragraph provides credit for
actions applicable to Model ERJ 190

airplanes required by paragraph (h) of this
AD, if those actions were performed before
the effective date of this AD, using the
service information specified in paragraphs
(1)(2)(d), (1)(2)({i), or (i)(2)(iii) of this AD.

(i) Embraer Service Bulletin 190-53-0019,
dated February 26, 2010.

(i) Embraer Service Bulletin 190-53-0019,
Revision 01, dated May 25, 2011.

(iii) Embraer Service Bulletin 190-53—
0019, Revision 02, dated May 28, 2012.

(j) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOC:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the International Branch,
send it to the attention of the person
identified in paragraph (k)(2) of this AD.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOG, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the Agéncia Nacional de Aviagdo Civil
(ANACQ); or ANAC’s authorized Designee. If
approved by the ANAC Designee, the
approval must include the Designee’s
authorized signature.

(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Brazilian
AD 2017-03-01, dated March 24, 2017, for
related information. This MCAI may be
found in the AD docket on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017-0697.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Ana Martinez Hueto, Aerospace
Engineer, International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1622; fax 425-227—1149.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Embraer S.A., Technical
Publications Section (PC 060), Av. Brigadeiro
Faria Lima, 2170—Putim—12227-901 Sao
Jose dos Campos—SP—Brasil; telephone +55
12 3927-5852 or +55 12 3309-0732; fax +55
12 3927-7546; email distrib@embraer.com.br;
Internet http://www.flyembraer.com. You
may view this service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.
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Issued in Renton, Washington, on July 6,
2017.

Dionne Palermo,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-14795 Filed 7-14—17; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

U.S. Customs and Border Protection
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

19 CFR Parts 24 and 111
[USCBP-2017-0025]

RIN 1515-AE25

Procedures To Adjust Customs
COBRA User Fees To Reflect Inflation

AGENCY: U.S. Customs and Border
Protection, Department of Homeland
Security; Department of the Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This document proposes to
amend the U.S. Customs and Border
Protection (CBP) regulations to reflect
that customs user fees and limitations
established by the Consolidated
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act
(COBRA) will be adjusted for inflation
in accordance with the Fixing America’s
Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act).
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 16, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number, by one of
the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments
via docket number USCBP-2017-0025.

e Mail: Trade and Commercial
Regulations Branch, Regulations and
Rulings, Office of Trade, U.S. Customs
and Border Protection, 90 K Street NE.,
10th Floor, Washington, DC 20229—
1177.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
docket number for this rulemaking. All
comments received will be posted
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments and additional information
on the rulemaking process, see the
“Public Participation” heading of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
this document.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or
comments received, go to http://

www.regulations.gov. Submitted
comments may also be inspected during
regular business days between the hours
of 9 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. at the Trade and
Commercial Regulations Branch,
Regulations and Rulings, Office of
Trade, U.S. Customs and Border
Protection, 90 K Street NE., 10th Floor,
Washington, DC Arrangements to
inspect submitted comments should be
made in advance by calling Mr. Joseph
Clark at (202) 325-0118.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeffrey Caine, Executive Director—
Budget, 202-325-4054, jeffrey.caine@
cbp.dhs.gov; or Bruce Ingalls, Director—
Revenue Division, 317-298-1107,
bruce.ingalls@cbp.dhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On December 4, 2015, the Fixing
America’s Surface Transportation Act
(FAST Act, Pub. L. 114-94) was signed
into law. Section 32201 of the FAST Act
amends section 13031 of the
Consolidated Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act (COBRA) of 1985 (19
U.S.C. 58c) by requiring certain customs
COBRA user fees and corresponding
limitations to be adjusted by the
Secretary of the Treasury (“Secretary”’)
to reflect certain increases in inflation.
The specific fees and corresponding
limitations to be adjusted for inflation
are set forth in Tables 1 and 2 below and
include the commercial vessel arrival
fees, commercial truck arrival fees,
railroad car arrival fees, private vessel
arrival fees, private aircraft arrival fees,
commercial aircraft passenger arrival
fees, dutiable mail fees, customs broker
permit user fees, barges and other bulk
carriers arrival fees, and merchandise
processing fees as well as the
corresponding limitations. (19 U.S.C.
58c(a) and (b)). Further, the FAST Act
includes a particular measure of
inflation for these purposes and special
rules when considering adjustments.

According to the FAST Act, the
customs COBRA user fees and
limitations were to be adjusted on April
1, 2016, and by the end of each fiscal
year to reflect the percent increase (if
any) in the Consumer Price Index (CPI)
for the preceding 12-month period
compared to the CPI for fiscal year 2014.
The statute permits the Secretary to
ignore any CPI increase of less than one
(1) percent from the time of the previous
adjustment. As a result, if the increase
in the CPI since the previous adjustment
is less than one (1) percent, the
Secretary has discretion to determine
whether the fees should be adjusted.

On June 15, 2016, CBP published a
notice in the Customs Bulletin

announcing the April 2016
determination that no adjustment to the
customs COBRA user fees and
limitations was necessary based on the
FAST Act provision as the increase of
the CPI was less than one (1) percent.
(Customs Bulletin, Vol. 50, No. 24, p.
13). CBP published a second notice in
the Customs Bulletin on December 7,
2016, announcing that based on a less
than one (1) percent increase in
inflation no adjustment was necessary
for fiscal year 2017. (Customs Bulletin
Vol. 50, No. 49, p. 4).

The FAST Act specifies that the
customs COBRA user fees and
corresponding limitations should be
adjusted to reflect the percentage of the
increase (if any) in the average of the
CPI for the preceding 12-month period
compared to the CPI for fiscal year 2014.
CBP has determined that the 12-month
period for comparison will be June
through May. This timeframe will allow
for sufficient notice to the public of any
adjustments prior to any changes
becoming effective for each fiscal year.
The statute further requires the
Secretary to round the amount of any
increase in the CPI to the nearest dollar.
The rounding requirement applies to the
difference in the CPI from the
comparison year to the current year
when determining whether an
adjustment is necessary. The rounding
requirement does not apply to the fee
amount resulting from any adjustment.
As noted above, if the difference in the
CPI since the last adjustment is less than
one (1) percent, the Secretary may elect
not to adjust the fees and limitations.
CBP proposes to use the Consumer Price
Index—All Urban Consumers, U.S. All
items, 1982—84 (CPI-U) which can be
found on the U.S. Department of Labor,
Bureau of Labor Statistics Web site:
www.bls.gov/cpi/. CBP’s Office of
Finance will determine annually
whether an adjustment to the fees and
limitations is necessary and a notice
specifying the amount of the fees and
limitations will be published in the
Federal Register for each fiscal year at
least 30 days prior to the effective date
of the new fees and limitations.

Explanation of Amendments

Part 24

Part 24 of Title 19 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) sets forth the
regulations regarding customs financial
and accounting procedures. (19 CFR
part 24). Section 24.22 describes the
customs COBRA user fees and
corresponding limitations for certain
services (set forth in Table 1 below),
which include the commercial vessel
arrival fees, commercial truck arrival
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fees, railroad car arrival fees, private
vessel arrival fees, private aircraft
arrival fees, commercial aircraft
passenger arrival fees, dutiable mail
fees, customs broker permit user fees,
barges and other bulk carriers arrival
fees. (19 CFR 24.22). Section 24.23
describes the customs COBRA user fees
and corresponding limitations for
processing merchandise (set forth in
Table 2 below). (19 CFR 24.23). CBP
proposes to amend sections 24.22 and
24.23 to reflect the new requirements set
forth in the FAST Act.

Specifically, CBP proposes to add a
new specific authority citation for
section 24.22 and to amend the specific
authority citation for section 24.23 to
include the American Jobs Creation Act
of 2004 (Pub. L. 108-357) and the FAST
Act. In addition, CBP proposes to add
an introductory paragraph to both

sections explaining that the COBRA
user fees and corresponding limitations
are subject to adjustment annually to
reflect the increase, if any, in the CPI-
U pursuant to the FAST Act. The new
introduction will also explain where to
find the methodology that CBP will use
to determine whether an adjustment to
the fees and limitations is necessary as
well as the means of notice and
publication of any fee adjustments. CBP
will announce the adjusted fee and
limitation amounts by publishing a
notice in the Federal Register annually
for each fiscal year at least 30 days prior
to the effective date of the new fees and
limitations. The current amount for all
customs COBRA user fees and
corresponding limitations will be
maintained on the CBP Web site at
www.cbp.gov.

Proposed Amendments to § 24.22

CBP proposes to amend paragraphs
(b)(1)(1), (b)(2)(i1), (b)(2)(1), (b)(2)(i1),
(c)(1), (c)(2), (c)(3), (d)(1), (d)(2), (d)(3),
(©)(1), (©)(2), (B, @D, Q) @)2),
(g)(5)(v), (1)(7), (i)(8) and (h) of section
24.22 to explain that the specific fee
amounts and annual fee limitations (set
forth in Table 1 below) are subject to
adjustment in accordance with the
terms in a new paragraph (k). (19 CFR
24.22). The new paragraph (k) will set
forth the methodology for determining
whether and by what amount the
customs COBRA user fees should be
adjusted pursuant to the FAST Act.

Table 1 below lists both the user fees
and corresponding limitations currently
set forth in section 24.22. (19 CFR
24.22). CBP proposes to add this table
to the regulations as Appendix A to part
24.

TABLE 1—CUSTOMS COBRA USER FEES AND LIMITATIONS IN 19 CFR 24.22

FY14 Base fee/
limitation
(subject to
19 U.S.C. 58¢c 19 CFR 24.22 Customs COBRA user fee/limitation adjustment in
accordance
with the
FAST Act)
(@) (1) ceeeeeeeeee e () 1Q 1 1() Fee: Commercial Vessel Arrival FEE .......ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiienieeeeeeee $437
(B)(B)(A) e () 1Q (1) NPT Limitation: Calendar Year Maximum for Commercial Vessel Arrival 5,955
Fees.
(@)(8) evrereeeie e () 1623 1() TR Fee: Barges and Other Bulk Carriers Arrival Fee ........ccccocvviniiniienineenns 110
[(O)]() R () 1623 1(1) N Limitation: Calendar Year Maximum for Barges and Other Bulk Car- 1,500
riers Arrival Fees.
............................ Fee: Commercial Truck Arrival FEe ........cocoviriiiiniiienecese e 5.50
(€)(2) and (3) .ccevrveenen. Limitation: Commercial Truck Calendar Year Prepayment Fee ... 100
............................ Fee: Railroad Car Arrival FEe .........ccoovriiiieerieeeeceeeceeeen 8.25
(3) oo Limitation: Railroad Car Calendar Year Prepayment Fee ...........c.cccc.c.... 100
Fee and Limitation: Private Vessel or Private Aircraft First Arrival/Cal- 27.50
endar Year Prepayment Fee.
Fee: Dutiable Mail Fee ..o 5.50
Fee: Commercial Vessel or Commercial Aircraft Passenger Arrival Fee 5.50
Fee: Commercial Vessel Passenger Arrival Fee (from Canada, Mexico, 1.93
one of the territories and possessions of the United States, or one of
the adjacent islands).
(@)(7) e, (R) e Fee: Customs Broker Permit User Fee .........cocceeiiiiiiiniiiiiiiniiiiecceee 138

CBP also proposes to amend
paragraph (c) to clarify that there are
two distinct fees that the current
regulations describe as one fee. First, the
CBP commercial truck arrival fee
(currently $5.50) and second the Animal
and Plant Health Inspection Service/
Agricultural Quarantine Inspection
(APHIS/AQI) fee (currently $7.55) that
CBP collects on behalf of APHIS. (19
CFR 24.22(c)). Specifically, CBP
proposes to revise the header and the
text in paragraph (c)(1) to state that
there are two fees and to state in
paragraph (c)(2) that the annual
limitation on the CBP portion of the
commercial truck arrival fee is $100

once a prepayment in that amount is
made. (19 CFR 24.22(c)).

In addition, CBP proposes to make
technical updates to paragraph (g) to
reflect the elimination of the user fee
exemption for passengers arriving from
Canada, Mexico or one of the adjacent
islands pursuant to the United States-
Colombia Trade Promotion Agreement
Implementation Act. (Colombia TPA,
Pub. L. 112—42, October 21, 2011).
Section 601 of the Colombia TPA
amended 19 U.S.C. 58¢(b)(1)(A)(d) to
limit the fee exemption to passengers
whose journey originated in a territory
or possession of the United States, or
originated in the United States and was
limited to the territories and possessions

of the United States. (19 U.S.C.
58c(b)(1)(A)(i)). CBP has been collecting
the non-exempt user fees since the law
became effective on November 5, 2011.
CBP proposes corresponding updates to
remove this exemption from the
regulations found in paragraphs (g)(1)(i),
@1)()(A), @DHB), @1)),
(g)(1)(iii), the chart in paragraph
(g)(2)(iv), and the collection procedures
in paragraphs (g)(4)(ii)(A), (g)(4)(ii)(B),
(g)(4)(ii)(C), (g)(4)(iii)(A), (g)(4)(iii)(B),
and (g)(4)(iii)(C). (19 CFR 24.22(g)). CBP
also proposes to remove the definition
of “adjacent islands” from paragraph
(g)(1)(iii) as references to adjacent
islands have been removed from
paragraph (g). (19 CFR 24.22(g)).
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Additionally, CBP proposes an
amendment to paragraph (g)(2)(iii) to
clarify that journeys between ports in
the United States are not subject to the
fee. (19 CFR 24.22(g)(2)(iii)).

CBP also proposes to amend
paragraph (h) of section 24.22 by
changing the name of the fee from
broker permit fee to broker permit user
fee and specifying the fee amount of
$138. (19 CFR 24.22(h)). Finally, CBP
proposes to amend paragraph (h) by
removing the cross-reference to section
111.96(c) and replacing it with a
reference to new paragraph (k). (19 CFR
24.22(h) and 111.96(c).)

A new paragraph (k) is added setting
forth the methodology to determine
whether adjustments of fee and
limitation amounts are necessary, and if
so, how to calculate the adjustments.
CBP will determine annually whether
an adjustment to the fees and
limitations is necessary and a notice
specifying the amount of the fees and
limitations will be published in the
Federal Register annually for each fiscal
year at least 30 days prior to the
effective date of the new fees and
limitations.

Steps for Adjusting Fees and Limitations

CBP proposes to use the following
methodology in determining whether
adjustment of the fees and
corresponding limitations is necessary

and, if so, by how much the amounts
would be adjusted.

Step 1: Calculate the arithmetic
average of the Consumer Price Index—
All Urban Consumers, U.S. All items,
1982-84 = 100 (CPI-U) for the current
year based on the most recent June-May
period. This figure is referred to as (A).

Step 2: Use the figure 236.009 which
is the arithmetic average of the CPI-U
for FY 2014. This figure is referred to as
(B).

Step 3: State the arithmetic average of
CPI-U for the comparison year, which
will be either (B) if the fees have never
been adjusted in accordance with this
paragraph (k), or the arithmetic average
of the CPI-U for the last year in which
fees were adjusted in accordance with
this paragraph (k) (as set forth in the
Federal Register notice that last
adjusted the fee). This figure is referred
to as (C).

Step 4: Calculate the difference
between the arithmetic averages of the
CPI-U of the comparison year (C) and
the current year (A). This difference is
referred to as (D). (D) = (A)—(C).

Step 5: Round the difference (D) to the
nearest whole number. This figure is
referred to as (E).

Step 6: Calculate the percentage
change in the arithmetic averages of the
CPI-U of the comparison year (C) and
the current year (A), which is referred
to as (F). (F) = ((E) + (C)) x 100%.

Step 7: If (F) is one (1) percent or
more, proceed to the next step (8). If (F)
is less than one (1) percent, no
adjustment will be made.

Step 8: Calculate the difference in the
arithmetic average of the CPI-U between
the current year (the most recent June
through May period) and the base year
(FY 2014). This difference is referred to
as (G). (G) = (A)—(B).

Step 9: Calculate the percentage
change in the CPI-U from the base year
to the current year. This figure is
referred to as (J). (H) = ((G) + (B)) x
100%.

Step 10: Increase the fees and
limitations that are subject to the rules
of this paragraph by (H), calculating fees
to the second decimal.

Proposed Amendments to § 24.23

In section 24.23, CBP proposes to
amend paragraphs (b)(1)(i)(A),
(b)(1)(1)(B), (b)(1)(ii), (b)(2)(i), (b)(2)(ii),
(b)(2)(iii) and (b)(4) to add a reference to
explain that the specific fee amounts
and annual fee limitations (set forth in
Table 2 below) are subject to adjustment
in accordance with the terms in new
paragraph (k) of section 24.22. (19 CFR
24.23(b).) Table 2 below indicates the
customs COBRA user fees and
corresponding limitations currently set
forth in section 24.23. (19 CFR 24.23).
CBP proposes to add this table to the
regulations as Appendix B to part 24.

TABLE 2—CUSTOMS COBRA USER FEES AND LIMITATIONS IN 19 CFR 24.23

FY14 base
fee/limitation
(subject to
19 U.S.C. 58¢c 19 CFR 24.23 Customs COBRA user fee/limitation adjustment in
accordance
with the
FAST Act)
Fee: Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub Facility Fee, Per $1
Individual Waybill/Bill of Lading Fee.
Limitation: Minimum Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub Fa- 0.35
cility Fee.
Limitation: Maximum Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub 1
Facility Fee.
Limitation: Minimum Merchandise Processing Fee 25
Limitation: Maximum Merchandise Processing Fee . 485
Fee: Surcharge for Manual Entry or Release ............cc.ccccecviiiiinniicnnne, 3
Fee: Informal Entry or Release; Automated and Not Prepared by CBP 2
Personnel.
Fee: Informal Entry or Release; Manual and Not Prepared by CBP Per- 6
sonnel.
Fee: Informal Entry or Release; Automated or Manual; Prepared by 9
CBP Personnel.
Fee: Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub Facility Fee, Per 1
Individual Waybill/Bill of Lading Fee.

The Merchandise Processing Fee
(MPF) is comprised of an ad valorem
rate, a minimum fee amount, and a
maximum fee amount. Adjusting the
minimum and maximum fee amounts
for the MPF pursuant to the FAST Act
will reflect any increase in inflation.
The value of the merchandise—to which

the rate applies—will necessarily
increase on its own along with inflation,
obviating the need separately to adjust
the rate specified in 19 CFR
24.23(b)(1)(H)(A).

In addition, CBP proposes to amend
paragraph (b)(4) to include the statutory
minimum and maximum limitations on

the fees for express consignment carrier
facilities or centralized hubs. (19 CFR
24.23(b).) The statute provides for
adjustment of this fee from an amount
not less than $0.35 to an amount not
more than $1 per individual airway bill
or bill of lading. (19
U.S.C.58¢(b)(9)(B)(i).) These fee
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limitations are also subject to
adjustment pursuant to the FAST Act
and therefore, must also be annually
adjusted for inflation, if necessary. To
include this second set of maximum and
minimum fees, CBP proposes to split
paragraph (b)(4) into three new
paragraphs: (i) For general provisions,
(ii) to describe the maximum and
minimum fees, and (iii) for quarterly
payment requirements. (19 CFR
24.23(b)). New paragraph (b)(4)(iii) will
also reflect that two electronic payment
methods, Fedwire and pay.gov, are
available for submitting quarterly
payments.

The figure of $2,000 found at 19
U.S.C. 58¢(b)(9)(A) is neither a fee nor
a limitation on a fee, but a reference to
the allowable value for informal entries
authorized pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 1498,
that are subject to the fee established by
19 U.S.C. 58¢(b)(9). It is not subject to
the adjustment for inflation under the
FAST Act. (19 U.S.C. 1498 was
amended in 1993, and the merchandise
value limitation on informal entries
authorized by 19 U.S.C. 1498 was raised
from $2,000 to $2,500.)

Part 111

CBP proposes conforming
amendments to Part 111. (19 CFR part
111.) Specifically, CBP proposes to
remove the specific amount of the
annual customs broker permit user fee
($138), found in paragraph (c) of section
111.19 and paragraph (c) of section
111.96, and add a reference to section
24.23(h) in section 111.96(c). (19 CFR
24.23(h), 111.19(c) and 111.96(c).)

Executive Orders 12866, 13563 and
13771

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
direct agencies to assess the costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety
effects, distributive impacts, and
equity). Executive Order 13563
emphasizes the importance of
quantifying both costs and benefits, of
reducing costs, of harmonizing rules,
and of promoting flexibility. This
proposed rule has not been designated
a “significant regulatory action,” under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866.
Accordingly, the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) has not reviewed this
rule. Furthermore, because this rule is
not significant, the rule is not subject to
the requirements of Executive Order
13771, meaning it is not necessary for
CBP to identify two existing regulations
to repeal.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), as amended by the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
and Fairness Act of 1996, requires
agencies to assess the impact of
regulations on small entities. A small
entity may be a small business (defined
as any independently owned and
operated business not dominant in its
field that qualifies as a small business
per the Small Business Act); a small not-
for-profit organization; or a small
governmental jurisdiction (locality with
fewer than 50,000 people).

This rule will affect a combination of
individuals and businesses. While most
of the businesses that pay the customs
COBRA user fees are large corporations,
the rule affects all businesses that pay
these fees, so this rule will affect a
substantial number of small entities.
However, the impact will be small and
in line with inflation; for example, with
2% inflation the commercial truck fee
will increase by 11 cents. Therefore,
CBP certifies that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Paperwork Reduction Act

In accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-13,
44 U.S.C. 3507) an agency may not
conduct, and a person is not required to
respond to, a collection of information
unless the collection of information
displays a valid control number
assigned by OMB. This rule does not
involve any collection of information.

Signing Authority

This regulation is being issued in
accordance with 19 CFR 0.1(a)(1)
pertaining to the Secretary of the
Treasury’s authority (or that of his

delegate) to approve regulations related
to certain customs revenue functions.

List of Subjects
19 CFR Part 24

Accounting, Claims, Customs duties
and inspection, Harbors, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Taxes.

19 CFR Part 111

Administrative practice and
procedure, Brokers, Customs duties and
inspection, Penalties, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements

Proposed Amendments to the CBP
Regulations

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, parts 24 and 111 of title 19 of
the Code of Federal Regulations (19 CFR
parts 24 and 111) are proposed to be
amended as set forth below.

PART 24—CUSTOMS FINANCIAL AND
ACCOUNTING PROCEDURE

m 1. The general authority citation for
part 24 continues to read as follows, the
specific authority citation for § 24.22 is
added, and the specific authority
citation for § 24.23 is revised to read as
follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 19 U.S.C. 58a—
58c, 66, 1202 (General Note 3(i), Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States), 1505,
1520, 1624; 26 U.S.C. 4461, 4462; 31 U.S.C.
3717, 9701; Pub. L. 107-296, 116 Stat. 2135
(6 U.S.C. 1 et seq.).

* * * * *

Section 24.22 also issued under Sec. 892,
Pub. L. 108-357, 118 Stat. 1418 (19 U.S.C.
58c); Sec. 32201, Pub. L. 114-94, 129 Stat.
1312 (19 U.S.C. 58c).

Section 24.23 also issued under 19 U.S.C.
3332; Sec. 892, Pub. L. 108-357, 118 Stat.
1418 (19 U.S.C. 58c); Sec. 32201, Pub. L.
114-94, 129 Stat. 1312 (19 U.S.C. 58c).

* * * * *

m 2.In§24.22:

m a. Add a new introductory text before
paragraph (a);

m b. In paragraph (b):

m i. Paragraph (b)(1)(i) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words
“amount of $437”;

m ii. Paragraph (b)(1)(ii) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words
“total of $,5,955 in fees”’;

m iii. Paragraph (b)(2)(i) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words “fee
of $110”’; and

m iv. Paragraph (b)(2)(ii) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words
“$1,500 in fees’’;

m c. In paragraph (c):

m i. Paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) are
revised; and

m ii. Paragraph (c)(3) is amended by
adding the words “of the $100 CBP fee,
as adjusted in accordance with the
terms of paragraph (k) of this section,
and the APHIS/AQI fee set forth in 7
CFR 354.3” between the words
“Prepayment”” and “must be made” in
the second sentence;

m d. In paragraph (d):

m i. Paragraph (d)(1) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words ‘‘fee
of $8.25”;

m ii. Paragraph (d)(2) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
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(k) of this section,” after the words
“prepayment of $100”’; and

m iii. Paragraph (d)(3) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words ‘“fee
of $100”’;

m e. In paragraph (e):

m i. Paragraph (e)(1) is amended by
adding the words, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words
“sum of $27.50; and

m ii. Paragraph (e)(2) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section” to the end of the first
sentence after the word “section”’;

m f. Paragraph (f) is amended by adding
the words “, as adjusted in accordance
with the terms of paragraph (k) of this
section’ after the words ‘“‘amount of
$5.50";

m g. In paragraph (g):

m i. Paragraphs (g)(1)(i)—(iii) are revised;
m ii. Paragraph (g)(2)(i) is amended by:

m A. Removing the text “Canada,
Mexico, any” between the words
“means’’ and ‘‘territories’’; and

m B. Removing the text ““, and any
adjacent islands” after the words
“United States™;

m iii. Paragraph (g)(2)(iii) is amended by
adding the words “and/or the United
States” after the words ““Specified
Location”;

m iv. The chart in paragraph (g)(2)(iv) is
revised;

m v. Paragraph (g)(4)(ii)(A) is amended
by:

m A. Removing the words “in and
arrives”” between the words “originates”
and “from’’;

m B. Removing the words ““Canada,
Mexico,” between the words “other
than” and “one of the territories”’; and
m C. Removing the words ““, or an
adjacent island”’ from the end of the
sentence;

m vi. Paragraphs (g)(4)(ii)(B) and (C) are
revised;

m vii. Paragraph (g)(4)(iii)(A) is amended

m A. Removing the words “from Canada,
Mexico,” between the words “United
States’” and ‘“‘one of the territories” and
adding in their place the words “that
originated in”’; and

m B. Removing the comma and the
words “or an adjacent island” from the
end of the paragraph;

m viii. Paragraph (g)(4)(iii)(B) is
amended by:

m A. Removing the words “and the
return arrival to the United States is
from Canada, Mexico, one of”’ between
the words “United States” and “the
territories” and adding in their place the
words “and was limited to”’; and

m B. Removing the comma and the
words “or an adjacent island” following
the words “United States” at the end of
the sentence;
m ix. Paragraph (g)(4)(iii)(C) is revised;
and
m x. Paragraph (g)(5)(v) is amended by
adding the words , as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of paragraph
(k) of this section,” after the words
“vessel passenger fee”” in each place that
they appear;
m h. Paragraph (h) is revised;
m i. In paragraph (i),
m i. Paragraph (7) is amended by adding
the words “, as adjusted in accordance
with the terms of paragraph (k) of this
section” after the words “commercial
aircraft passengers”; and
m ii. Paragraph (8) is amended by adding
the words “, as adjusted in accordance
with the terms of paragraph (k) of this
section” after the words “‘commercial
vessel passengers”’; and
m j. A new paragraph (k) is added.

The revisions to § 24.22 read as
follows:

§24.22 Fees for certain services.

This section sets forth the terms and
conditions for when the fees and
corresponding limitations for certain
services are required. The specific
customs user fee amounts and
corresponding limitations that appear in
this section are not the actual fees or
limitations but represent the base year
amounts that are subject to adjustment
each fiscal year in accordance with the
Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
Act (FAST Act) using Fiscal Year 2014
as the base year for comparison. (See
Appendix A to part 24 for a table setting
forth the fees and limitations subject to
adjustment along with the
corresponding statutory authority, the
regulatory citation, the name of the fee
or limitation, and the Fiscal Year 2014
base amount which reflects the statutory
amounts that were adjusted by the
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004
(Pub. L. 108-357).) The methodology for
adjusting the fees and limitations to
reflect the percentage, if any, of the
increase in the average of the Consumer
Price Index—All Urban Consumers, U.S.
All items, 1982—-84 (CPI-U) for the
preceding 12-month period (June
through May) compared to the
Consumer Price Index for fiscal year
2014 is set forth in paragraph (k) of this
section. CBP will determine annually
whether an adjustment to the fees and
limitations is necessary and a notice
specifying the amount of the fees and
limitations will be published in the
Federal Register annually for each fiscal
year at least 30 days prior to the
effective date of the new fees and

limitations. The fees and the limitations
will also be maintained for the public’s
convenience on the CBP Web site at
www.cbp.gov. If a customs user has pre-
paid or met the calendar year limit prior
to the effective date of the new fees and
limitations, no additional fees will be
required for that calendar year. If the
customs user has not pre-paid or met
the calendar year limit prior to the
effective date of the new fees and
limitations, the customs user will be
subject to the adjusted limitation or

prepayment amount.
* * * * *

(c) Fees for arrival of a commercial
truck—

(1) Fees. The fees for the arrival of a
commercial truck consist of two
separate fees. A CBP fee of $5.50, as
adjusted by the terms of paragraph (k)
of this section, and an Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service/Agricultural
Quarantine Inspection (APHIS/AQI) fee
set forth in 7 CFR 354.3 for the services
provided that CBP collects on behalf of
APHIS. Upon arrival at a CBP port of
entry, the driver or other person in
charge of a commercial truck must
tender the fees to CBP unless they have
been prepaid as provided for in
paragraph (c)(3) of this section. The fees
will not apply to any commercial truck
which, at the time of arrival, is being
transported by any vessel other than a
ferry. For purposes of this paragraph,
the term ““commercial truck” means any
self-propelled vehicle, including an
empty vehicle or a truck cab without a
trailer, which is designed and used for
the transportation of commercial
merchandise or for the transportation or
non-commercial merchandise on a for-
hire basis.

(2) CBP fee limitation. No CBP fee will
be collected under paragraph (c)(1) of
this section for the arrival of a
commercial truck during any calendar
year once a prepayment of $100, as
adjusted by the terms of paragraph (k)
of this section, has been made and a
transponder has been affixed to the
vehicle windshield as provided in
paragraph (c)(3) of this section.

(g) L

(1) * % %

(i) Subject to paragraphs (g)(1)(ii) and
(g)(3) of this section, a fee of $5.50, as
adjusted by the terms of paragraph (k)
of this section, must be collected and
remitted to CBP for services provided in
connection with the arrival of each
passenger aboard a commercial vessel or
commercial aircraft from a place outside
the United States except:


http://www.cbp.gov

32666

Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 135/Monday, July 17, 2017 /Proposed Rules

(A) When the journey of the arriving
passenger originates in a territory or
possession of the United States; or

(B) When the journey of the arriving
passenger originates in the United States
and was not limited to the territories
and possessions of the United States.

(ii) Subject to paragraph (g)(3) of this
section, a fee of $1.93, as adjusted by the
terms of paragraph (k) of this section,

must be collected and remitted to CBP
for services provided in connection with
the arrival of each passenger aboard a
commercial vessel whose journey
originated in a territory or possession of
the United States or whose journey
originated in the United States and was
limited to the territories and possessions
of the United States.

(iii) For the purposes of this
paragraph (g), the term ‘‘territories and
possessions of the United States”
includes American Samoa, Guam, the
Northern Mariana Islands, Puerto Rico,
and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

* x %
(2) * *x %
(iv) * % %

Place where Fee status for arrival from SL Fee status for arrival from other than SL
journey
(s :él%r;(a;)e(?v)) Vessel Aircraft Vessel Aircraft
] I $1.93, as adjusted by the NO fee ..oviiiieiiiieee, NO fE€ .ooiiiiiiieeee No fee.

terms of paragraph (k) of
this section.
$5.50, as adjusted by the

$5.50, as adjusted by the

$5.50, as adjusted by the

$5.50, as adjusted by the

u.S. terms of paragraph (k) of terms of paragraph (k) of terms of paragraph (k) of terms of paragraph (k) of
this section. this section. this section. this section.

US.* s $1.93, as adjusted by the NO fee ..o, N/A N/A.
terms of paragraph (k) of
this section.

US** i, $5.50, as adjusted by the $5.50, as adjusted by the $5.50, as adjusted by the $5.50, as adjusted by the
terms of paragraph (k) of terms of paragraph (k) of terms of paragraph (k) of terms of paragraph (k) of
this section. this section. this section. this section.

* * * * * partnership, association, or corporation.  will be either (B) if the fees have never

(4)* * = The annual user fee for each district been adjusted in accordance with this
() * * * permit must be submitted to the port paragraph (k), or the arithmetic average

(B) When a return ticket or travel
document is issued (or a receipt or other
document that indicates an infant
traveling without a return ticket or
travel document is issued) in
connection with a journey which
originates in the United States, includes
a stop in a place other than the United
States or one of the territories and
possessions of the United States and the
return arrival to the United States is
from a place outside the United States;
and

(C) When a passenger on a journey
through the United States to a foreign
destination arrives in the customs
territory of the United States from a
place outside the United States, unless
that passenger’s journey originated in
the territories and possessions of the
United States.

(111) % % %

(C) When a passenger on a journey
through the United States to a foreign
destination arrives in the customs
territory of the United States from a
place outside the United States and that
passenger’s journey originated in one of
the territories and possessions of the
United States and is processed by CBP.

* * * * *

(h) Annual customs broker permit
user fee. Customs brokers are subject to
an annual user fee of $138, as adjusted
by the terms of paragraph (k) of this
section, for each district permit and for
a national permit held by an individual,

through which the broker was granted
the permit. The annual user fee for a
national permit must be submitted to
the port through which the broker’s

license is delivered.
* * * * *

(k) Adjustment for inflation of
Customs Consolidated Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act (COBRA) user fees—
(1) Fee amounts. CBP will determine
annually whether an adjustment to the
fees and limitations is necessary and a
notice specifying the amount of the fees
and limitations, as adjusted, will be
published in the Federal Register
annually for each fiscal year at least 30
days prior to the effective date of the
new fees and limitations. The fee and
limitation amounts will also be
maintained for the public’s convenience
on the CBP Web site at www.cbp.gov.

(2) Methodology for annual
adjustments of fees and limitation
amounts for inflation. CBP will
determine the adjustments, if any, by
making the following calculations:

(i) Calculate the arithmetic average of
the Consumer Price Index—All Urban
Consumers, U.S. All items, 1982—-84 =
100 (CPI-U) for the current year based
on the most recent June—May period.
This figure is referred to as (A).

(ii) Use the figure 236.009 which is
the arithmetic average of the CPI-U for
FY 2014. This figure is referred to as (B).

(iii) State the arithmetic average of
CPI-U for the comparison year which

of the CPI-U for the last year in which
fees were adjusted in accordance with
this paragraph (k) as set forth in the
Federal Register notice that last
adjusted the fee. This figure is referred
to as (C).

(iv) Calculate the difference between
the arithmetic averages of the CPI-U of
the comparison year (C) and the current
year (A). This difference is referred to as
(D). D) = (A)-(C).

(v) Round the difference (D) to the
nearest whole number. This figure is
referred to as (E).

(vi) Calculate the percentage change
in the arithmetic averages of the CPI-U
of the comparison year (C) and the
current year (A) which is referred to as
(F). (F) = ((E)+(C)) x 100%.

(vii) If (F) is one percent or more,
proceed to the next step (viii). If (F) is
less than one percent, no adjustment
will be made.

(viii) Calculate the difference in the
arithmetic average of the CPI-U between
the current year (the most recent June
through May period) and the base year
(FY 2014). This difference is referred to
as (G). (G) = (A)—(B).

(ix) Calculate the percentage change
in the CPI-U from the base year to the
current year. This figure is referred to as
(H). (H) = (G)+(B)) x 100%.

(x) Increase the fees and limitations
that are subject to the rules of this
paragraph by (H), calculating fees and
limitations to the second decimal.

m 3.In §24.23:
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m a. Add a new introductory text before
paragraph (a).
m b. In paragraph (b):
m i. Paragraph (b)(1)(i)(A) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of § 24.22(k)
of this part,” after the words “$1.00 per
individual air waybill or bill of lading
fee”;
m ii. Paragraph (b)(1)(i)(B) is amended
by adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of § 24.22(k)
of this part,” after the amounts “$485”
and “$25”;
m iii. Paragraph (b)(1)(ii) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of § 24.22(k)
of this part,” after the words ““surcharge
of $37;
m iv. Paragraph (b)(2)(i) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of § 24.22(k)
of this part,” after the amount “$2”;
m v. Paragraph (b)(2)(ii) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of § 24.22(k)
of this part,” after the amount “$6”’;
m vi. Paragraph (b)(2)(iii) is amended by
adding the words “, as adjusted in
accordance with the terms of § 24.22(k)
of this part,” after the amount “$9”; and
m vii. Paragraph (b)(4) is revised.

The revisions to § 24.23 read as
follows:

§24.23 Fees for processing merchandise.
This section sets forth the terms and
conditions for when the fees for
processing merchandise are required.
The specific merchandise processing fee
amounts and corresponding limitations
that appear in this section are not the
actual fees or limitations, but represent
the base year amounts that are subject
to adjustment each fiscal year in
accordance with the Fixing America’s
Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act)
using Fiscal Year 2014 as the base year
for comparison. (See Appendix B to part
24 for a table setting forth the fees and
limitations subject to adjustment along
with the corresponding statutory
authority, the regulatory citation, the
name of the fee or limitation, and the
Fiscal Year 2014 base amount which
reflects the statutory amounts that were
adjusted by the American Jobs Creation
Act of 2004 (Pub. L. 108-357).) The
methodology for adjusting the fees and
limitations to reflect the percentage, if
any, of the increase in the average of the
Consumer Price Index—All Urban
Consumers, U.S. All items, 1982—-84
(CPI-U) for the preceding 12-month
period (June through May) compared to
the Consumer Price Index for fiscal year
2014 is set forth in § 24.22(k) of this
part. CBP will determine annually
whether an adjustment to the fees and

limitations is necessary and a notice
specifying the amount of the fees and
limitations will be published in the
Federal Register annually for each fiscal
year at least 30 days prior to the
effective date of the new fees and
limitations. The fees and the limitations
will also be maintained for the public’s
convenience on the CBP Web site at

www.cbp.gov.
* * * * *

(b) * % %

(4) Express consignment carrier and
centralized hub facilities.

(i) General. Each carrier or operator
using an express consignment carrier
facility or a centralized hub facility
must pay to CBP a fee in the amount of
$1.00, as adjusted in accordance with
the terms of paragraph (k) of § 24.22 of
this chapter, per individual air waybill
or individual bill of lading for the
processing of airway bills for shipments
arriving in the United States. In
addition, if merchandise is formally
entered and valued at $2,500 or less, the
importer of record must pay to CBP the
ad valorem fee specified in paragraph
(b)(1) of this section, if applicable. An
individual air waybill or individual bill
of lading is the individual document
issued by the carrier or operator for
transporting and/or tracking an
individual item, letter, package,
envelope, record, document, or
shipment. An individual air waybill is
not a consolidation of several air
waybills, and is not a master bill or
other consolidated document. An
individual air waybill or bill of lading
is a bill representing an individual
shipment that has its own unique bill
number and tracking number, where the
shipment is assigned to a single ultimate
consignee, and no lower bill unit exists.
Payment must be made to CBP on a
quarterly basis and must cover the
individual fees for all subject
transactions that occurred during a
calendar quarter.

(ii) Maximum and minimum fees.
Subject to the provisions of paragraph
(b)(1)(1)(A) and (b)(4) of this section
relating to the express consignment
carrier facility or centralized hub facility
fee, the fee per individual air waybill or
bill of lading charged under paragraph
(b)(1)(1)(A) of this section must not
exceed $1, as adjusted in accordance
with the terms of paragraph (k) of
§ 24.22 of this chapter, and must not be
less than $0.35, as adjusted by
paragraph (k) of § 24.22 of this chapter.

(iii) Quarterly payments. The
following additional requirements and
conditions apply to each quarterly
payment made under this section:

(A) The quarterly payment must
conform to the requirements of § 24.1,

must be submitted electronically via
Fedwire or pay.gov, or mailed to
Customs and Border Protection,
Revenue Division/Attention:
Reimbursables, 6650 Telecom Drive,
Suite 100, Indianapolis, Indiana 46278,
and must be received by CBP no later
than the last day of the month that
follows the close of the calendar quarter
to Wthh the payment relates.

B) The follp owing information must be
1ncluded with the quarterly payment:

(1) The identity of the calendar
quarter to which the payment relates;

(2) The identity of the facility for
which the payment is made and the port
code that applies to that location and, if
the payment covers multiple facilities,
the identity of each facility and its port
code and the portion of the payment
that pertains to each port code; and

(3) The total number of individual air
waybills and individual bills of lading
covered by the payment, and a
breakdown of that total for each facility
covered by the payment according to the
number covered by formal entry
procedures, the number covered by
informal entry procedures specified in
§§128.24(e) and 143.23(j) of this
chapter, and the number covered by
other informal entry procedures.

(C) Overpayments or underpayments
may be accounted for by an explanation
in, and adjustment of, the next due
quarterly payment to CBP. In the case of
an overpayment or underpayment that
is not accounted for by an adjustment of
the next due quarterly payment to CBP,
the following procedures apply:

(1) In the case of an overpayment, the
carrier or operator may request a refund
by writing to Customs and Border
Protection, Revenue Division/Attention:
Reimbursables, 6650 Telecom Drive,
Suite 100, Indianapolis, Indiana 46278.
The refund request must specify the
grounds for the refund and must be
received by CBP within one year of the
date the fee for which the refund is
sought was paid to CBP; and

(2) In the case of an underpayment,
interest will accrue on the amount not
paid from the date payment was
initially due to the date that payment to
CBP is made.

(D) The underpayment or failure of a
carrier or operator using an express
consignment carrier facility or a
centralized hub facility to pay all
applicable fees owed to CBP pursuant to
paragraph (b)(4) of this section may
result in the assessment of penalties
under 19 U.S.C. 1592, liquidated
damages, and any other action
authorized by law.

m 4. Add Appendix A and Appendix B
to part 24 to read as follows:
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Appendix A to Part 24—Customs Cobra
User Fees and Limitations in 19 CFR

24.22
FY14 base fee/
limitation
(subject to
19 U.S.C. 58¢c 19 CFR 24.22 Customs COBRA user fee/limitation adjustment in
accordance
with the
FAST Act)
(@) (1) coreeeeeee e, () 1Q 1 1() IR Fee: Commercial Vessel Arrival FEe .......c.coooeiiiiiiiiiiiiniccceeeeeee $437
(B)(B)(A) v () [Q D I(1) N Limitation: Calendar Year Maximum for Commercial Vessel Arrival 5,955
Fees.
(Y1) R ()21 () R Fee: Barges and Other Bulk Carriers Arrival Fee ........cccoovvieeieieninennen. 110
[(2)]() R () 1623 1(1) R Limitation: Calendar Year Maximum for Barges and Other Bulk Car- 1,500
riers Arrival Fees.
Fee: Commercial Truck Arrival FEe ......cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiec e 5.50
Limitation: Commercial Truck Calendar Year Prepayment Fee .... 100
Fee: Railroad Car Arrival FEe .......c.cceviiiiiiiiiiiiceeeeceee 8.25
Limitation: Railroad Car Calendar Year Prepayment Fee ..........ccceceeuue. 100
Fee and Limitation: Private Vessel or Private Aircraft First Arrival/Cal- 27.50
endar Year Prepayment Fee.
() e Fee: Dutiable Mail FEE .......ccocuiiiiiiiiie e 5.50
@)(M)() Fee: Commercial Vessel or Commercial Aircraft Passenger Arrival Fee 5.50
(9)(1)(ii) Fee: Commercial Vessel Passenger Arrival Fee (from Canada, Mexico, 1.93
one of the territories and possessions of the United States, or one of
the adjacent islands).
(@)(7) ceeeeeeee e (N) e Fee: Customs Broker Permit User Fee .......cccoovvviiiiieniniciinicseneene 138

Appendix B to Part 24—Customs Cobra
User Fees and Limitations in 19 CFR

24.23
FY14 base fee/
limitation
19 U.S.C. 58¢ 19 CFR 24.23 Customs COBRA user fee/limitation aé?lj*sf’tﬁ%tnttom
accordance with
the FAST Act)
(B)(9)(A) (ii) veereeerreenen. B)Y)EA) e, Fee: Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub Facility Fee, Per $1
Individual Waybill/Bill of Lading Fee.
(1) I(=)1() T B)()HB)2) v Limitation: Minimum Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub Fa- 0.35
cility Fee.
(1) I(=)1() T B)()HB)2) v Limitation: Maximum Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub 1
Facility Fee.
(@)(9)(B)(i); (b)(8)(A)(i) (B)Y)HBY) o Limitation: Minimum Merchandise Processing Fee ..........ccccociriiiineenns 25
(a)(9)(B)(i); (b)(8)(A)(i) B)Y)HBY) weeeereeennn Limitation: Maximum Merchandise Processing Fee .........ccccoevirieeninnnns 485
(B)(B)(A)(i) weeveeveerreenen. () 1Q (1) TR Fee: Surcharge for Manual Entry or Release ...........ccccooevciiiiiiiieineenns 3
(@)(10)(C)(I) veervvrreeanenn () 1623 1() IR Fee: Informal Entry or Release; Automated and Not Prepared by CBP 2
Personnel.
(@)(10)(C)(ii) -veerverreeanennn () 1623 1(1) N Fee: Informal Entry or Release; Manual and Not Prepared by CBP 6
Personnel.
(@)(10)(C)(ii) -veeverruveanenn () 1623 111 R Fee: Informal Entry or Release; Automated or Manual; Prepared by 9
CBP Personnel.
(O 1C) TN () I () 1) R Fee: Express Consignment Carrier/Centralized Hub Facility Fee, Per 1

Individual Waybill/Bill of Lading Fee.

PART 111—CUSTOMS BROKERS

m 5. The general authority citation for *
part 111 and the specific authority

citation for § 111.96 continue to read as

follows:

Authority: 19 U.S.C. 66, 1202 (General
Note 3(i), Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States), 1624, 1641.

* * * *

Section 111.96 also issued under 19 U.S.C.
58¢, 31 U.S.C. 9701.

§111.19 [Amended]

m6.In§111.19(c):

m a. Remove the phrase “$100 and
$138” in the first sentence; and

m b. Remove the amounts “$100”’ and

§111.96 [Amended]
m7.In§111.96(c):

* * * *

m a. In the first sentence, remove the

this chapter”; and

“$138” in each place that they appear.

words “of $138” and add in their place
the words “specified in § 24.22(h) of
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m b. Remove the figure “$138” in each
place that it appears.

Kevin K. McAleenan,

Acting Commissioner, U.S. Customs and
Border Protection.

Approved: July 10, 2017.
Timothy E. Skud,
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.
[FR Doc. 2017-14824 Filed 7-14-17; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 9111-14-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

U.S. Customs and Border Protection

19 CFR Part 101
[Docket No. USCBP-2017-0017]

Extension of Port Limits of Savannah,
GA

Correction

In proposed rule document 2017—
13983, beginning on page 30807, in the
issue of Monday, July 3, 2017, make the
following correction:

On page 30808, in the first column,
the coordinates listed in line seven of
“IIL. Proposed Port Limits of Savannah,
Georgia”, “080°04.998” W.” should read
“080°54.998" W.”

[FR Doc. C1-2017-13983 Filed 7-14-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 1301-00-D

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R05-OAR-2016-0327; FRL-9964-95—
Region 5]

Air Plan Approval; Minnesota; State
Board Requirements

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is proposing to approve a
state implementation plan (SIP)
submission from Minnesota addressing
the state board requirements of the
Clean Air Act (CAA). EPA is also
proposing to approve elements of
Minnesota’s submission addressing the
infrastructure requirements relating to
state boards for the 1997 ozone, 1997
fine particulate (PM, s), 2006 PM, 5,
2008 lead (Pb), 2008 ozone, 2010
nitrogen dioxide (NO), 2010 sulfur
dioxide (SO,), and 2012 PM, s National
Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS). This SIP revision was

submitted by the Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency (MPCA) on May 26,
2016.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 16, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-R05—
OAR-2016-0327 at hitps://
www.regulations.gov, or via email to
aburano.douglas@epa.gov. For
comments submitted at Regulations.gov,
follow the online instructions for
submitting comments. Once submitted,
comments cannot be edited or removed
from Regulations.gov. For either manner
of submission, EPA may publish any
comment received to its public docket.
Do not submit electronically any
information you consider to be
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Multimedia
submissions (audio, video, etc.) must be
accompanied by a written comment.
The written comment is considered the
official comment and should include
discussion of all points you wish to
make. EPA will generally not consider
comments or comment contents located
outside of the primary submission (i.e.
on the web, cloud, or other file sharing
system). For additional submission
methods, please contact the person
identified in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section. For the
full EPA public comment policy,
information about CBI or multimedia
submissions, and general guidance on
making effective comments, please visit
https://www2.epa.gov/dockets/
commenting-epa-dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Eric
Svingen, Environmental Engineer,
Attainment Planning and Maintenance
Section, Air Programs Branch (AR-18]),
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 353—4489,
svingen.eric@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document whenever
“we,” “us,” or “our” is used, we mean
EPA. This supplementary information
section is arranged as follows:

I. What is the background of this SIP
submission?

II. What guidance is EPA using to evaluate
this SIP submission?

III. What is the result of EPA’s review of this
SIP submission?

IV. What action is EPA taking?

V. Incorporation by Reference.

VI. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews.

I. What is the background of this SIP
submission?

This rulemaking addresses a SIP
submission from the MPCA dated May

26, 2016, which addresses CAA
requirements relating to the state board
requirements under section 128, as well
as infrastructure requirements of section
110 relating to state boards for the 1997
ozone, 1997 PM, 5, 2006 PM, 5, 2008 Pb,
2008 ozone, 2010 NO, 2010 SO, and
2012 PM> s NAAQS.

The requirement for states to make
infrastructure SIP submissions arises
out of CAA section 110(a)(1). Pursuant
to section 110(a)(1), states must make
SIP submissions “within 3 years (or
such shorter period as the Administrator
may prescribe) after the promulgation of
a national primary ambient air quality
standard (or any revision thereof),” and
these SIP submissions are to provide for
the “implementation, maintenance, and
enforcement” of such NAAQS. The
statute directly imposes on states the
duty to make these SIP submissions,
and the requirement to make the
submissions is not conditioned upon
EPA’s taking any action other than
promulgating a new or revised NAAQS.
Section 110(a)(2) includes a list of
specific elements that “[e]ach such
plan” submission must address.

EPA has historically referred to these
SIP submissions made for the purpose
of satisfying the requirements of CAA
section 110(a)(1) and (2) as
“infrastructure SIP”” submissions.
Although the term “infrastructure SIP”
does not appear in the CAA, EPA uses
the term to distinguish this particular
type of SIP submission from
submissions that are intended to satisfy
other SIP requirements under the CAA.
This specific rulemaking is only taking
action on the CAA 110(a)(2)(E)(ii)
element of these infrastructure SIP
requirements.

II. What guidance is EPA using to
evaluate this SIP submission?

EPA’s guid